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DOCUMENTS IN RELATION TO THE NORTIHI- 
EASTERN BOUNDARY. 


[ Continued from page 155. ] 


PROTEST OF THE UNITED STATES MINISTER. 
(cory.) 


Tae Hacvr, January 12, 1831. 

The undersigned, Minister Plenipotentiary and Envoy Eatraordinary 
of the United States of America, had the honor to receive from the 
hands of his Majesty the King of the Netherlands, on the 10th inst. a 
document parporting to be an expression of his opinion on the several 

oints submitted to him as Arbiter, relative to certain portions of the 
wane ba ot the United States, Ina period of mach difficulty, bis Ma- 
jesty has had the goodness, for the purpose of conciliating conflicting 
claims and pretensions, to devote to the high parties interested, a time 
that must have been precious to himself and people. It is with extreme 
regret, therefore. that the undersigned, in order to prevent all miscon- 
ception, and to vindicate the rights of his Government, feels himself 
compelled to call the attention of his Excellency the Baron Verstolk 
Von Soclen, his Majesty's Minister of Foreign Affairs, again to the sub- 
ject. Bat, while, on the one hand, in adverting to certain views and 
considerations, which seem in some measure, perhaps, to have escaped 
observation, the undersigned will deem it necessary to do so with sim- 
plicity and frankness ; he could not, on the other, be wanting in the ex- 
pressions of a most respectfal deference for his Majesty, the Arbiter. 

The language ofthe Treaty, which has given rise to the contestation 
between the United States and Great Britain, is, ‘‘ And that ail disputes 
which might arise in future on the subject of the boundaries of the said 
United States, may be prevented, it is hereby agreed and declared, that 
the following are and shall be their boundaries, viz: from the North- 
west angle of Nova Scotia, viz: that angle which is formed by a line 
drawn due north from the source of the St. Croix river to the highlands, 
along the said highlands which divide those rivers that empty them- 
selves into the river St. Lawrence from those which fall into the Atlan- 
tc Ocean, to the northwesternmost head of Connecticut river; thence 
down along the middle of that river, to the forty-fifth degree of north 
latitude ; from thence by a line due west on said latitude, until it strikes 
the river Iroquois or Cataraguy *****. East, by a line to be drawn 
along the middle of the river St. Croix, from its mouth in the Bay of 
Fundy, to its souree; and from its source directly north, to the afore- 
said highlands, which divide the rivers that fall into the Atlantic Ocean 
trom those which fall into the river St. Lawrence.”’ The manner of 
carrying this apparently exceedingly definite and lacid description of 
boundary into eflect, by ranning the line as described, and marking the 
seme on the surface of the earth, was the subject, the soleexctusive sub- 
ject, submitted by the Convention of September, 1827, in pursuance of 
the Treaty of Ghent, of 1814, to an arbiter. If, on investigation, that 
arbiter found the language of the treaty, in his opinion, inapplicable to, 
and wholly inconsistent with, the topography of the country, so that tle 
Treaty of 1783, ia regard to its descrip'ion of boundary, could not be 
executed according to its own express stipulations, no authority whate- 
ver was conferred upon him to determine or consider what practicable 
boundary line should, in such case, be substituted and established. Such 
a question of boundary as is here supposed, the United States of Amer- 
ica would, it is believed, submit to the definitive decision of no sever- 
eign. And in the case submitted to his Majesty the King of the Nether- 
lands, the United States, in forbearing to delegate any such power, were 
not influenced by any want of respect for that distinguished monarch. 
They have, on the contrary, given him the highest and most signal 
proofs of their consideration and confidence. In the present case espe- 
cially, as any revision or substitution of boundary whatever, had been 
steadily, and in a spirit of unalterable determination, resisted at Ghent 
and at Washington, they had not anticipated the possibility of there 
being any occasion for delerating such powers. 

Among the questions to which the language of the Treaty of 1782. 
already quoted, gave rise between the high parties interested, is the fol- 
lowing, viz: where, at a: point due north from the source of the river 
St. Croix, are “ the highlands which divide the rivers that empty them- 
seives into the river St. Lawrence from those that fall into the Atlan- 
tie Ocean,” at which same point on said highlands was also to be found 
the northwest angle of the long established, well known, and distinctly 
defined British Province of Nova Scotio. 

On the southern border of the river St. Lawrence, and at the average 
distance from it of less than thirty English miles, there is an elevated 
range or continuation of broken highland, extending from Cape Ro- 
sieres, south-westerly to the sources of Connecticut river, forming the 
southern border of the basin of the St. Lawrence and the ligne des 
versants of the rivers emptying intoit. ‘The same highlands form also 
the ligne des versants, on the north of the river Restigouche, emptying 
itself into the bay des Chaleurs, the river St. John, with its northerly 
and westerly branches emptying into the bay of Fundy. the river Pen- 
obseot, with its north-westerly branches emptying into the bay of .Pen- 
obscot, the rivers Kennebec and Androscoggin, whose united watere 
empty into the bay of Sagadahock, and the river Connecticat, emptying 
into the bay usually called Long Island Sound. These bays are all 
open arms of the sea or Atlantic Ocean, are de<ignated by their names 
on Mitchell's Map, and, with the single exception of Sagadahock, are 
all equally well known, and usually designated by their appropriate 
names. his ligne des versants constitutes the highlands of the treaty, 
as claimed by the United States. 

There is another ligne des versants, which Great Britain cleims as 
the highlands of the treaty. It is the dividing ridge that bounds the 
southern side of the basin of the river St. John, and divides the streams 
that flew into the river St. John from those which flow into the Penob- 
scot and St. Croix. No nver flows from this dividing ridge into the 
river St. Lawrence. On the contrary, nearly the whole of the basins 
of the St. John and Restigouche intervene. ‘The source of the St. 
Croix also is in this very ligne des versants, and less than an English 
mile distant from the source of a tribatary stream of the St. John. This 
proximity reducing the due north line of the treaty, as it were, toa 
point, compelled the provincial agents of the British Government to ex- 
tend the due north line over this dividing ridge into the basin of the St. 
John, crossing its tributary streams to the distance of about forty miles 
from the source of the St. Croix, to the vicinity of an seolated hill be- 
tween the tributary streams of the St. John. Connecting that isolated 
lull with the ligne des versants, as just deseribed, by pessing between 











said tributary streams, they claimed it as coptituting the highlands of 
the treaty. 

These two ranges of highlands, as thus degribed, the one contended 
for by the United States, and the other by ¢reat Britain, his Majesty 
the Arbiter rds as comporting equally wl in al! respects with the 
language of the treaty. It is not the intentén of the undersigned, in 
this place to question, in the slightest degee, the correctness of his 
Majesty's conclusion. But when the Arbitr proceeds to say, that it 
woald . suitable to run the line due north, fom the source of the river 
St- Croix, not “to the highlands which divie the rivers that fall into 
the Atlantic Ocean from those which fall intathe river St. Lawrence,” 
but to the centre of the river St. John, thenge to pass up said river to 
the mouth of the river St. Francis, thence'up the river? St. Francis 
to the source of its southwesternmost branch,and from thence by a line 
drawn west unto the point where it intersects the line of the high- 
lands as claimed by the United States, and only from thence to pass 
“along said highlands which divide the rivers that fall into the Atlante 
Ocean from those which fall into the river St Lawrence, to the north- 
westernmost head of Connecticut river’—thusabandoning altogether the 
boundaries of the treaty, and substitating for them a distinet and differ- 
ent line of demarkation, it becomes the duty ef the undersigned, with 
the most perfect respect for the friendly views of the Arbiter, to enter 
a protest against the proceeding, as constituting a departure from the 
power delegated by the high parties interested, in order that the nghts 
and interests of the United States may not be supposed to be commit- 
ted by any presumed acquiescence on the part ot them representative 
near his Majesty the King of the Netherlands. 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion to renew to the Ba- 
ron Verstolk Von Socleu, the assarances of his bigh consideration. 


(Signed) WM. P. PREBLE. 
lis Excellency the Baron Verstolk Von Soclen, ? 
Hie Majesty's Minister of Foreign Afiaire. 5 


STATE OF MAINE. 


The Joint Select Committee of the Legislature, consisting of four on 
the part of the Senate, and seven on the part of the House, to whom 
was referred the Governor's special Message of the 25th of March. 1351, 
with accompanying documents, consisting of a copy of the Award made 
by the King of the Netherlands in relation to the North-eastern Bounda- 
ry of the United States, upon the question sebmitted to him by the 
Government of the United States and Great Britain; also a copy of the 
Protest which the Minister cf the United States at the Hague thought 
it his duty to make against the award of the King; also Extracts from 
the Despateh of the Minister, showing the character of the protest, and 
the ground apon which it was made; and also the Correspondence be- 
tween ihe Minister of the United States and Sir Charles Bagot, the 
Ambassador of Great Britain, at the Court of the King aforesaid, upon 
the same subject—have examined and consideed the same Message 
and Documents, and report : 

The Legistature of this State having, on former occasions, discussed 
the question of title and jurisdisdiction of this State to the territory to 
which they considered the British Government had made an unjost 
claim, a claim contrary to a fair and impartial interpretation of their 
own acts and admissions, and also the right of the Government of the 
United States, under the Constitution, to interfere with the rights of ter- 
ritory and of sovereignty of an independent State, so far as either di- 
rectly or indirectly to cede or transfer any portion thereof to any State, 
either domestic or foreign ; the Committee do not deem it important, on 
this occasion, to discuss these subjects farther, and content themselves 
by simply referring to the documents which have proceeded heretofore 
from the Legisiative and Executive Departments of the State Govern- 
ment. 

The documents to which your Committee would respectfally solicit 
the attention of the Government of the United States, are—the Mes- 
sage of Enoch Lincoln, Esq, Governor of the State of Maine, deliver- 
ed before both branches of the Legislature, in January, 1827; the sub- 
sequent Report of the Commitee on so much of the Governor’s Mes- 
sage as related to the North-eastern Boundary ; the subsequent Corres- 
pondence of the Governor with the Secretary of State of the U. States; 
the Governor's Message delivered before both brancl:es of the Legisla- 
tare, in January, 1828; the Report of the Committee on so mach of the 
Governors Message as related to the North-eastern Boundary; the sub- 
sequent Acts and doings of the Legislature, more especially; the Mea- 
sures adopted by this Legislature, a copy of which has already beea for- 
warded to the President of the United States. The aforesaid documents 
your Committee consider contain the main facts im support of the title 


of the State to soil and sovereignty, as we!l as some of the gronnds of 


her rights under the Constitution of the United States. An exaimina- 
tion of those documents, for any present purpose, will sufficiently indi- 
cate, not only the views heretofore entertained by the State, but the 
course which she will feel it her duty to pursue in furtherance of her 
righis. 

Here it may be proper to remark, that the State authorities have not 
any disposition to embarrass the Government of the United States, in 
any of their negotiations with foreign na¥ous, when they pursue the 
authority given them by the Constitution, and it ought also w be under- 
stood, that the Legislature of the State, while exereismg their powers 
under the Constitution of the State, and us guardians of the rights 
and interests of the people, cannot and ought not to compromit the 
rights of the State by any direct act of their ewn, or by any acquies- 
cense in the exercise of powers by any other State or Sovereignty, con- 
trary to the will of the people, as expressed and delegated in their com- 
pacts and Constitutions. ‘There are rights which a tree people cannot 
yield, and there are encroachments upon such rights which ought to 
be resisted and prevented, or the People have no asstrance tor the con- 
tinnance of their liberties. - 

We make these remarks withont intending any disparagemeut to the 
Government of the United Statea, and also with the entire confidence 
and conviction, that, on a just and careful recisal of the measures that 
have so far taken place, there will be found ~ exist no substantial im- 
pediment to giving final efiect to the peérieéfonstitutional obligations 
to protect and preserve the original and ridep,. dent rights of the people 
of this State. 

The most important document referred t~ your Committee, is the one 
which emanated from the King of the Neéfferlands, the Arbiter selected 
by Great Britain and the United States, by virtue of the Convention of 
Sept. 29, 1827—to decide upon the points uf difference which had arisen 





between the Governments, under the fifth aiticle of the Treaty of Ghent, 
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, The Legislat sre have, on a former occasion, briefly expressed their 


views on the subject of the Convention of 1¢27—that it did not necee- 
sarily and directly violate, but that prospectively it might produce a vio- 
lation of their constitutional rights; and it may properly be added, that 
the question raised by the British, and which was recegnized by that 
Convention, did not grow outof a legitimate interpretation of the Treaty 
of Ghent, but was artfully introduced by the British Agents, and was 
incautiously admitted, or not sufficiently opposed and resisted by the 
Agents of the United States. This State va never admitted the au- 
thority of the Convention, and cannot consider her nghts compromitted 
by any decision under it. 

The King, or Sovereign Power of the Netherlands, derived its author- 
ity of Arbiter from the Convention of Sept. 29, 1°27. His authority to 
decide the questuons sabmitted, is indicated m the first arucle, which is 
as follows: “It is agreed that the points of difference which have 
arisen in the settlement of the boundary between the American and 
British dominions, as deseribed in the fifth article of the Treaty of 
(shent, shall be referred to some friendly sovereign er State, who shai! 
be invited to mvestigate and make a decision upon sach points of differ- 
ence. 

The first question which naturally arixes in this case is, did the Ar- 
biter to whom the points of differeuce between the Governments was 
submitted, decide them, or advise the manner of settling them ! 

From the language naed, it seems to have been the intention both of 
Great Britain and the United States, to submit the decision of the differ- 
ence which had arisen, not to on individual, bat to the Sovereign Pow- 
er of am independent State or Kingdom; hence the iety of the 
language they used to express their intention, “ some friendly Sovereign 
or State.” ‘Yo fulfil the intention of the parties, it was not only neces- 
sary that the Sovereign Power selected shoulc have been, at the time 
of its selection, in the full and undisturbed enjoyment of its power, end 
equally dependent upon, and independent of, the parties, but that the 
Power should have thus continued to the time of its delivering its opin- 
ions upon the questions submitted. At the time of the selection of the 
King of the, Netherlaads, or the sovereign to arbitrate and settle the dif- 
fereuces, he and his Government were exercising, and were in the full and 
nucontrolled possession of the sovereign power of Holland and Belgium, 
formerly the United Provinces and the Netherlands. . Subseqnent 
events, and events which occurred many months before the subject had 
been considered, and any sort of decision was made and delivered to 
the parties, separated Belgium frem his demmions and frem the sover- 
eign power of his Goverument. Losing Belgium deprived the King 
of nearly three-fifths ef his subjects, and of course of three-fifths of his 
power and consequence, and be ceased to be the King of the Nether- 
lands. . 

‘The loss of Belgium arose from the prevalence of liberal opinions and 
the desire of the peeple to seeure their rights.. The revolution, from 
the course the Britrsh pursued, naturally produced feelings of attach- 
nent to, and dependence upon them for aid and pretection, and as na- 
turally exeited feelings against the instiutions of the United States. Bat 
we go sull farther: the course of events did not simply increase his 
dependence upon the British, but compelled him to upon them for 
assistance, to enable him to sustain his power as King even in Holland. 
The British were, long before the decision, his privy counsellors, if not 
the managers and regulaters of his public concerns and lations. 
upon which the existence and continuance of his power » He 
was within their power and control. Having then lest 
possessed at the ume of the selection, the King or Sovereign Power of 
the Netherlands ceased to be the Arbiter to whom the differences had 
been submitted. A decision, after such a change of character and- im 
terest, cannot, for any purpose, be considered as havmg any 
force or effect—it can ve considered only a mere nullity. "s A 

The next question which arises is, has the Arbiter decided i 
of ditferenece which had arisen between the two Governments ? 

The Arbiter, in stating the autherity or rales of decision, says, “ the 
points submitted ought to be decided according to the Treaties, Acte, 
and Conventions concluded between the two Powers; that is to say,the 
Treaty of Peace of 1783, the Treaty of Friendship, Commerce, and Na- 
vigation, of 1794, the Declaration im relation to the river St, Croix, in 
179s, the Treaty of Peace signed at Ghent in 13]4, and Mitchell's Map 
and the Map A, referred to in the Convention. : 

The first point the Arbiter was called upon to decide, waa, “ which is 
the place designated im the Treaties as the Northwest angleof Nova 
Scota, and what are the highlands dividmg the rivers emptying thy 
selves into the river St. Lawrence from those which fall into the At- 
lantic Ueean, along which is to be drawn the line of boundary from that 
angle to the northwesternmost head of Connecticut river.” The 
United States clauned a range of highlands which limit the streams 
falling into the river St. Lawrence, and separate them from streams 
flowing from the same range in. all other directions, and through all 
other channels, falling ultimately into the Adantic Ocean. ‘The British 
claimed a range of land, which, in a part of its course, separated the 
waters of the St. John from the waters of the Penobscot, and in another 
part of its course separated enly the waters of one tributary of the St. 
Jehn from another tibuatary of the same river. These ranges of land 
were indicated on the Map A. According to the claims set op by 
the parties respectively. ‘The North-west of Nova Scotia, 
according to the claims of both parties, was at the where a 
line due north from the source of the river St. Croix iftersected the 
range oi high-lands, with only this difference, according te the claims 
of the United States, it would mtersect the range, and according to the 
claima ef Great Britain it would touch the Eastern extremity of the 
line, and only intersect if it continued northwesterly. 

‘To avoid any misrepresentation of the meaning of the Arbiter, we 
will quote from the doeument. He says, “the arguments adduced on 
either side, and the documents exhibited m support ef the, cannet be 
considered as suiietently preponderating to determine any preference in 
faver of one of the lines respectively claimed, by the high miterested 
parties as boundaries of their possession from the source of the fiver St. 
Croix to the northwesternmost head of Connecticut river, and that the 
uature of the difference, and the vague and not sufficiently determinate 
stupulations of the ‘Treaty of 1783, do not permit te adjudge either of 
these lines to one of the said parties, without wounding the principles 
of law and equity with regard to the other.” 

And again, * the question results itself into a selection to be made of 
a ground dividing the rivers that empty themselves into the river St. 
Lawrenee from those that fall inte the Atlantic Ocean : that the high 
interested parties are agrecd with regard to the courses of the stream 
delineated by common accord on the map A. and affording the only 
basis of a decision; and that, therefore, the circumstances up 1 which 
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such a decision could not be farther elucidated by fresh topographical 
javestigation, nor by the productions of additional documents.” ‘Then 
tullows : : 

“We are of opinion, That it will be suitable to adopt, as the bpund- 
ary of the two States, a line drawn due north from the source of the 
river St, Croix, w the point where it intersects the middle of the deep- 
est channel of the river St. John, thence the middle of the deepest chan- | 
nel of that river ascending, &c.’ 


This ts the language of recommendation, or advice to the parties 
of a course to be adopted by them, rather than a decision ot the pont 
submitted ; whether the mean ng is to be ascertamed from the language 
used, or from the preceding arguments, the conelusion is the samethe 
Arbiter did not pretend to decide, aud de clared he could not decide the 
pot im controversy between the parties, but only .utended to suggest a 
inode, by which, in his pinion, it might be decided. The Arbiter seema 
to have been impresscu wilh the limitation of his pow ers, and that he 
had no authority to decice coutrary Ww the question subuutted, and that 
he was bound to decide, if be decided at all. iu favor of one of the 
two lines claimed by the parties 

if the deductions from the afore-rerited arguments of the Arbiter 
need any farther elucidation, it will be found in an examination of the se- 
cond point sabu: tted to hum 
difference is 





and his decision upen it. The second porutof 
“which is the porthwesternmost headot Connecticut river?!’ 
One party claimed one branch, and the othe: party another, and after 
the examination of the evidence and arguments adduced by both 
parties, the Arbiter, instead of using the same Janguage and form of ex- | 
pression, says, “we ure of Opunon that the stream situated farthest to 
the Northwest among thuse which fal! into the northernmost of the three 
lakes, the last of which bears the name of Connecticut, must be con- 
sidered as the northwesternmost head of Connecticut river.” This 
seems to be, from the arguments which precede, and the Janguage eim- 
ployed by the Arbiter, the only point decided, of the three submitted. 
‘The Government of the United States cannot feel themselves bound 
to adopt or be governed by the advice of the Arbiter, particularly when 
his advice was not sought or asked by them, and was given at a tim 
‘ 
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when his situation gave him peculiar inducements for favoring Great 
Britain 

ff it were to be considered that the Arbiter had made a decision 
with an intention of deciding the first point of difference between the 
parties, the question arises—lhas the Arbaer decided in pursuance of the 
authority given him ‘ 

The authority ander which be acted has been before stated, aud here 
i will be only necessary to repeat, if he has not decided the points of 
difference which had arisen in the setUement of the boundary between 
the American and British dominions, as described in the fifth Article of 
the ‘Treaty of Ghent, according to the Treaties and Conventions ap- 
pertaining to the same subject, the Government of the United States 
nave no hesitation in rejecting the decision. {f the Arbiter has not per- 
iormed his duties in good faith, or has violated or transcended the pow- 
ers given him, tt does appear to your Committee impossible that the 
Grovernment of the United States will consider their faith pledged so 
far as to consider themselves bound by the decision. 

It is proper to examine the subject of dispute. The Arbiter, in stating 
the claims made by the parties in relation to the first point in dispute, 
says, “‘the high interested parties respectively claimed that line of 
boundary at the South and at the North of the river St. John, and have 
each indicated, upon the Map A, the line which they claim.” The 
line indicated on the Map by Great Britain South of the St. John, ex- 
tended from the source of that nver, and between it and its tributaries, 
and the Penobscot river and its tributaries, in a part of its course, and in 
the residue of ws course between tributaries of the St. John to Mars 
Hill. The line indicated by the United States on the North of the St. 
John, extended along the ridge of land which limits the sources of the 
streams which fall into the river St. Lawrence to the point upon that 
ridge which terminates a due north line from the source of the river St. 
Croix. It is very manifest the Arbiter fully understood the respective 
claims and differences of the parties. ; 

Great Britain and the United States equally contended that the bound- 
ary was on the land, a boundary of highlands, which divided waters; 
they could not have contended for any other, because the Treaty of 
1783, describes no other than one on the “ highlands which divide th: 
rivers that empty themselves into the river St. Lawrence from those 
which fall into the Atdantic Ocean,’’ nor did the Proclamation of 1763 
the Quebec act of 1774, the Commissions to the Governors of the 
Province of Quebec, or the Commissions to the Governors of Nova 
Scotia or New Brunswick, deseribe any other boundary on the land. 
and as it was described in the Treaty. 

From an examination of the Treaty and documents above named. 
one fact appears clear and manitest—They all divide the streams and 
rivers into two, and but two classes, for any purpose connected with the 
boundaries, to wit: the nver Si. Lawrence, and all the rivers and 
streams emptying into it from the highlands, which limit their sources 
are placed in one class. and m opposition to all other streams or rivers. 
flowing from the same highlands in other directions and through al! 
other channels into the Sea or Atlantic Ocean ; which constitute the 
oth lass. Commencing with the Proclamation of 1763, the British 
became particular and gave exact and well described bonndaries to their 
Provinces, so much so, that 4 is now difficult to perceive how any gen- 
eral descriptions could be more clear. 

The Treaty of 1753 adopted the boundaries of the Provinces as 
they had been at various times clearly and distinctly described by the | 
British. 

The question submitted to the Arbiter was not a queation of law or 
equity—it was barely a question of fact—and he only had authority to | 
decide the fact under the Treaties and the claims which bad been set | 
up under them by Great Britain and the United States. His authority 
was limited to deciding whether the line claimed by Great Britain on | 
the south, or the line claimed by the United States on the north of the | 
St. John was the line intended and described in the Treaty of Peace of | 
1783. ‘Zhe authority of drawing or recommending a new line, how- | 
ever much it was for his wterest to do it, or for the interest of the | 
British that it should be done, was not conferred by the Convention 

The Arbiter not having pursued the authority conferred on him by | 
the “high interested parties,” in his decision, but having drawn a new | 
line. not on the land, but m the beds of rivers, in a considerable part of 
ita course, in direct violation of the terms of the Treaties and Conven- 
tion, and the claims of the respective parties from which all his autho- 
rity was derived, it necessarily follows, that his decision ts null and void 
and ought not to be regarded by the United States as havmg any torce 
or efiect. 

if the Arbiter had decided im favor of the line claimed by the British, | 
on the south of the St. John, there might have been a slight appear- 
ance of plausibility in the deetsion,juasmuch as the boundary would 
have been on the lend, and according to the claim made by one of the 
parties. but the Arbiter despatched the British claim very briefly, and 
to use his language, “at all events if it were deemed proper to place 1 
( Northwest angle of NovaScota) nearer to the source of the riverSt.Croia | 
and look for it at Mars Hill, for mstance, 1t would be «0 much more pos- 
sible thai the boundary of New Brunswick.drawn thence northeasterardly, | 
would give to that Province several nerthiest angles, situated farther 

, aceording to their greater remoteness from Mars Hill.”’ 





| 
| 





~~ 


north and ras : 
The Britsh probably did not wish the Arbiter to decide im favor of their 
claim, beceuse, if he gave them so much, they no doubt believed the 





flagrant mjustce ot the ect would areuse such a state of teeling m the 
United States as would] prevent their holding any part, and that they 
should not be able to secure to themselves a direct communication be- | 


tween PF rederwton and Quober. : 

The Arbiter seems not to have deapatched the claim and argument | 
of the Umted States with equal facility. He feit the difficulty of recon- 
eiling the decision which crrcumstances compelled him to make, to the 
evidence, and wished no doubt te satisty the United States by giving 
them Roeuse’s point in exchange for. two or three millions of acres of 
landin Marne 





‘und in the third instance the Penobscot. ‘The Americans proposed the 


<= 


The Arbiter supposegthat, because the line was dawn through the | 
Western lakes, without’ strict regard to the ancient lines of Proyiuces, 


Plantations in England, and while, also, the question which had arisen 
under the ‘Treaty of Utrecht, by which the French ceded Nova Scotia or 


and because Mitcheil’s Jap was used by the negotiators of the Treaty | Acadie to the British, as to the lumits of Nova Scotia, was unsettled. It 


of 1753, upon which thlines of Provinces were not previously drawn, ' 
-and because Great Britin af first claimed the Piscataqua TIVGs as the | the boundaries of the Provinces on her Maps, which the compiler very 


eastern boundary of th United States, aud because the ‘Treaty of ; 
Ghent stipulated for a mw examination on the spot, which would not 

be upplieable to an historal or ad ministratice boundary, that the ancient 

delunitation of the Provices does not afford the basis of «a decision. 

Lf he had intended to hae come fairly and impartially to a conclusion, 

it is a little difficult to coceive the reason of his having made only a 

partial selection of the jets, or of his assuming the existence of dith- 

culties which would not ave been found tu practice. 

It does by no means filow that if the negotralors did not intend to 
adopt the ancient lines oiProviaces where the lakes formed a boundary, 
or if the British wished, 2 the early stage of the negouation, to lumit the 
United States to the Pisataqua river, that it was not finally agreed lo 
adopt the ancient lines biween the Provinces as the buundary of the 
United States, in that pet of it which came widun the cognizance of 
the Arbiter 

t'rom the historyef th negotiation of the ‘Treaty of 175.5, it appears 
that the line was drawn hrongh the middle of the lakes, as the most 
certain and convenient bundary in that quarter. ‘Lhatthe Gritish did, 
indeed, in the first instare, propose the Viscatuqua riveras the Lastern 
boundary of the United States, in the second instance, the Kennebec, 


‘iver St. John as the bowdary. Neither proposition was adupted, but 
if either had been, anew loundary, diifering frou the ancient boundaries 
of Provinees, would hav: been established. ‘he uegotators agreed to 
adopt, and did adopt, atte all thew discussions, the ancient boundaries 
of the Provinces asthey Jad long before been established by the British 
Government, between Neva Scotia and Canada, on the one hand, and 
Massachusetts, New Hanpshire, Vermont, and New York, to the river 
St. Lawrence, on the otler. The fact appears frora the declarations of | 
4’ majority of the negotiaors, and the language used, which is nearly a | 
transcript of the descripwn of the boundaries of the Provinces as esta- | 
blished by the British. Of these points the Arbuer was not ignorant, 
for the evidence of themhad appeared in the discussion of the subject | 
of boutidary, and no douls was in his possession. ‘That the facts derived | 
from documents in relaten to the boundary may eppear as they exist, 








we have deemed it prope to collate them, as follows. 


Boundaries in the Treat: of 173. | Boundaries in the Proclamation of 

“From the Northwes angle of; Oct. 7, 1763. 

Nova Scvtia, to wit: that angle; ‘ The said line crossing the St. 
which is formed bya line drawn) Lawrence and Lake Champlain in 
due nerth from the source of the | forty-five degrees of North latitude, 
St. Croix river to the highlands, | passes along the highlands which di- 
along the highlands which divide the | cide the rivers that empty themselves 
rivers that empty themselves into the unto the said St, Lawrence from those 
rirer St. Laowrre nee from those which. which fall into the Sea, and also 
fall into the Adantic Ocean, to the; long the coast of the Bay des Cha- 
northwesternmost head of Connec-| leurs and the coast of the Gulf of 
ticut river, thence down along the | St. Lawrence to Cape Rosieres.”’ 
middle of that river to the forty-titth | ‘The same boundary is fuund in the 
degree of North latitude, from, Commissions to Governors Murray 
thence by a line due west in said and Carleton, which are dated on 
latitude, until it strikes the river lro-| Nov. 21, 1763. 
quios or Cateraguy | Boundaries in the Quebec Act of 
| 1764. , 
| “South by a line from the Bay 
jof Chaleurs along the highlands 
| which divide the rivers that empty 
themselves into the river St. Lave- 
irence from those which fall into the 
| Sea, to a point in the forty-fifth de- 
| gree of North latitude, on the East- 
‘ern branch of the river Connecticut, 
| keeping the same latitude directly 
|West, through “Lake Champlain, 
| unui, in the same latitude, it meets 
| the St. Lawrence. 
| Thesame boundary isalso found 
‘inthe Commission to Gov. Haldi- 
jmand, dated Sept. 18, 1777. In 
the Commission to Governor Carle- 
/ton, dated Apri! 22, 1786, is found 
the fullowinge : 
| “ Bounded on the Sonth by a 
tine from the Bay of Chaleurs along 
| the highlands which divide the rivers 
which empty themselres inio the river 
| St. Lawerence from those which fall into 
ithe Atlantic Ocean, to the northiwest- 
jernmost head of Connecticut river, 
| thence dowon along the middle of that 
| raver to the forty-fifth degree of North 
latitude, from thence by a line due 
west on satd latitude until it strikes 
the river Iroquois or Cateraguy.”’ 

In the Commission to Gov. Wil- 
mot, Governor of Nova Scotia, dated 
Nov. 21, 1763, is found the follow- 
ing boundary . 

‘Fast by a lime-to be drawn| ‘“ Westward by a line drawn 
along the middle of the river St.\from Cape Sable across the en- 
Croix, from us mouth in the Bay of | trance of the Bay of Fundy, to the 
Fundy to its source, and from its | mouth of the river St. Croir, by said 
source directly north to the aforesaid river to its source, and by a line 
highlands, which divide those rivers | drawn due north from thence to the 
that fall imto the Atlantic Ocean | southern boundary of our Province 
frem those which fail inte the river! of Quebec, to the northward by the 
st. Lewrence.”’ | same boundary as far as the west- 

jern extremity of the “ Bay Des Cha- 
jleurs.”” 
The same boundary is also found 
jin the Commissions to the Gover- 
noreof Nova Scotia, in 1765, 1773, 
and in the Commissions to Gever- 
nor Parr, dated July 29, 1782, who 
was the Governor at the time of the 
Treaty in 1783. 

in the Commision to Governor 
Carleton, the first Governor of New 
| Brunswick, dated Aug. 16. 1784, 
4" found the following boundary : 
| -¢ Bounded on the westward by 

| the mouth of the river St. Crowz, by 

the sard river te tts source, and by a 
line drawn due north from thence to 
the southern beundary of our Pro- 
vince ef Quebec, to the northward 
by the said boundary as far as the 
western extremity of the Bay of Cha- 
leurs.”’ 

Ir w nota little diffiealt te conceive how so plain language and ex- 
plicit description ot boundary could, by any sound and honest mind, be 
80 totally misconstrued, and should have been considered as not afford- 
ing any basis of a decision in relation to the points submitted. If the 
facta in relation to Mitchell’s Map are considered, the conclusion of the 
Arbiter ia not warranted. That was a Map cf North America, published 
while the Britsh end French were contending for empire in North Ameti- 
ca, from the means furnished by the office of the Board of Trade and 











was not, therefore, the policy of the Britsh Government to designate 


well undergtood, and, therefore, the boundaries were not drawn. = It is 
not true, as supposed by the Arbiter, that Mitchell’s Map regulated the 
boundaries, but the negotiators regulated the boundaries by pencil marks 
upon the Map, according to their agreement of adopting the boundaries 
of the Province as they were and had been established before the 
Revolution. 

Another of the reasons urged as not aflording a basis of a decision is, 
“that the Treaty of Ghent stupulated for a new examination on the 
spot, Which could not be made applicable to an historical or admunistra- 
tive boundary.” ‘This, like the other instances, is begging the ques- 
uon. Facts are better than hypothesis. The filth article of the Treaty 
of Ghent provides: “ Whereas neither the pointof the highlands lying 
due north from the source of the River St.Croix, and designated, in the 
jormer Treaty of Peace between the two Powers, as the northwest 
angle of Nova Scotia, nor the northwesternmost head of Connecticut 
River, has yet been ascertained; and whereas that part of the boundary 
line between the two Powers which extends from the source of the 
River St. Croix directly north to the abovementioned northwest angle 
of Nova Scotia, thence along the said highlands which divide the rivers 
that empty themselves into the River St. Lawrence from those which 
fall into the Atlantic Ocean, to the northwesternmost head of Connecti- 
cut River, thence down along the middie of that river to the forty-fitth 
degree of north latitude, thence by a line due west on said lautude, 
until it strikes the River Lroquois or Cateraguy, has not yet been survey- 
ed.” If the statement of the Arbiter has any meaning, it appears to us 
vv mean, that Inasmuch as the monument had not been erected at the 
angle, the stipulation of the parties in the treaty afforded him no means 
of deciding where the angle should be. ‘Thia avoids the very object of 
the treaty, which was to have the lines surveyed, and the angle murked. 
if the lines had been surveyed and marked, the parties would have had 
no occasion for his services. Lf the plain objects clearly set forth in the 
article, could not furnish to the mind of the Arbiter any basis for a de- 
cision, we cannot conceiv@'what could. He has in this, as in other 
instances, shown more of ingenuity than of soundness of judgment. 
No surveyor who had a competent knowledge of his business, would, 
with such rules as the treaties furnish, find any difficulty in ascertaining 
the lines and the angles. ‘The Arbiter says, * the first instructions of 
Congress, a. the time of the negotiations which resulted in the Treaty 
of 1783, locate the said angle at the source of the River St. John.” 
We are aware that this may be a British argument, but we are not 
aware that the instructions said any thing about, or had any allusion tw, 
the northwest angle of Neva Scotia. The design of the instructions 
was to form a new boundary, not conforming to the ancient line of the 
Provinces; but as another and different liue was adopted by the Treaty, 
the instructions have nothing to do with the boundaries. If the Bt. 
John had been adopted as the boundary, an inspection of the Map 
shows that Nova Scotia would not have had a northwest, but a south- 
west angle, if it had retained the territory to the head of the river, on 
ithe left bank of it. We are aware the British had made as much us 
they could of the fact, which had ceased to have any bearing on the 
question of boundary, after the adoption of the Treaty of 1783: but vet 
this argument has been adopted by the Arbiter. 

Hie again, in a subsequent part of his argument, recurs to the in- 
structions, and says, “that if by adoptmg the line claimed at the north 
of the River St. John, Great Britain cannot be considered as obtaining 
a territory of less value than if she had accepted, in 1783, the River 
John as her frontier, taking into view the situation of the country situ- 
ated between the River St. John and St. Croix, in the vicinity of the 
sea, and the possession of both banks of the River St. John in the lower 
part of its course, said equivalent would nevertheless be destroyed by 














‘the interruption of the communication between Lewer Canada and 
, New Brunswick, especially between Quebec and Fredericton; and ons 
| would vainly seek to discover what motives could have determined the Court 
\of Londen to consent to such an interpretation.” 

| We are aware it has been admitted by the British, within a few years 
| past, that the country was included within the limits of the treaty ; but 
jthey have said they never interded to give itup. The reason of their 
| giving it up, by the stipulations in the ‘Treaty of 1783, is a plain one 
/They had struggled, but in vain, to hold the people of the United 
(States in subjection to their power, and had been compelled to ac- 
‘knowledge their independence, and had failed in limiting the United 
| S.ates to the Piscataqua, or Kennebec, or Penobscot Rivers, and, to set- 
tle the dispute, agreed to adopt the ancient boundaries of the Provinces 

|'This being a part of the territory which belonged to one of the States 
| whose independence she acknowledged, she could not, in justice, 
| withhold from the State any part of it. 

The Arbiter has seen fit to introduce a clase of geographical and 
grammatical arguments. ‘These, like other argaments, are pot original 
with him, but are of British manufacture. A full and sufficient answer 
to all his tmmediate and mediate divisions of waters, and his supposition 
that the verb “divide” requires the contiguity of the objects to be di- 
vided, as used in the treaty, is, the Treaties, the Proclamation of 1763, 
the Quebec Act of 1774, and all the Commisrions to the Governors, 
divide all the waters connected with the boundary into two and only 
two classes, to wit: those which flow into the River St. Lawrence. on 
the one hand, and those which, through all other channels, by what- 
ever name they may be called, ultimately fall mto the sea or Atiantic 
Ocean, on the other. 

It cannot be pretended that the Proclamation of 1763, the Quebec 
Act of 1774, and the Commissions to the Governors of the Province of 
Quebec, gave to that Province any other or greater territory, from the 
Bay of Chaleurs to the head of Connecticut River, than the territory 
limited by the range of highlands which limit the waters that flow imto 
the River St. Lawrence. Nor can it be pretended that the Commis- 
sions to the Governors of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick gave them 
any territory west of the meridian drawn north from the source of thie 
Kiver St. Croix to the boundary of the Province of Quebec, the high- 
lauds which limit the tributary streams of the River St. Lawrence. 

The leading object of the Arbiter, in all his arguments, appeare to 
have been to aveid deciding im favor of either line, because, if he de- 
cided im favor of either, he could find no excuse for deciding agaist 
the line claimed by the United States, which he could expect would 
have even the appearance of plausibility to the world, aud thus the 
chance of securing Great Britain a passage between ** Lower Canad« 
ana New Brunswick, especially between Quebec and Fredericton,” 
would be forever lost. 

t is with much satisfaction the Committee have seen the prompt and 
alge manner in which the Minister of the United States, at the Hague, 
ngs met the subject, in his Protest addressed to the King’s Mimister of 
Foreign Affairs, to which Protest, for the further clucidation of their 
| views, they respectfully ask the attention of the Legislature. 

In conclusion, your Committee deem it to be their duty to the Legi«- 
lature, and to the State, to declare, that, in their opinion, in whatever 
‘light the document which emanated from the Arbiter, may be consider- 
ed, whether as emanating from an individual, and not from that friendly 
Severcign Power, or State, to whom the points in dispute were sub- 
/mitted by the parties, because he had, long before the decision, ceased 
ito be such Sovereign; or whether it be considered as advice on two 
of the points submitted, and a decision on the other; or whether it be 
considered a decision on all the three points submitted, inasmuch as the 
decision is not warranted by his situation, and the authority which was 
given him, nora decision of the questions submitted to him by the par- 
ties, the United States will not consider themselves bound on any 
principle whatever, to adopt it. And, further, should the United States 
adopt the document as a decision, it will be in violation of the constitu- 
tional tights of the State of Ma‘ne, which she cannot yield. 

A}l which is respectfully submitted. JOHN G. DEANPF, 

er order of the Committee. 
3b. 13831. 
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House of Representatives, March 31, 1831 
Read and accepted. Sent up for concurrence 
BENJAMIN WHITE, 
STATE OF MAINE 
In Senate, March 31, 1=3). 
Read and accepted, ia concurrence. 
‘ ROBERT P. DUNLAP, President 


Sveaker. 


STATE OF MAINE 
Resolve in relation to the Report on the Governor's Message, of March | 


twenty-fifth, one thousand eight hundred and thirty-one 


Resolved, That the Governor, with the advice of Council, be, and is’ 
hereby requested to transmit a copy of the Report of the Select Com- | 
mittee of the Legislature, on the Governor's Message, of the twenty- | 
fifth of March, one thousand eight hundred and thirty-one, communi- | 
eating the advice and opinion of the late King of the Netherlands, who 
atone period was the Arbiter, to whom was submitted ‘ the points of 
difference which had arisen m the settlement of the boundary between 
the American and British dominions, as described in the fifth article of 
the Treaty of Ghent,” with other documents, with the doings of the 
Legislature thereon, to the President of the United States, in such way | 
and manner a4 may be considered to be most for the interest of the State. 

Resolred, ‘That the Governor be, and hereby is, requested to transmit 
a copy of the Report of the Select Commuttee of the Legislature on the 
(Giovernor’s Message, delivered on the twenty-fifth day of March, in the | 
vear of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and thirty-one, commnu- | 
nicating the advice and opimion of the late King of the Netherlands, | 
who, at one period, was the Arbiter to whom was submitted “ the points | 
of difference which had arisen in the settlement of the boundary be-| 
tween the American and British dominions, «s described inthe fifth arti- 
cle of the Treaty of Ghent,” with the other documents, and the doings 
of the Legislature thereon, w the several Governors of the several States 
composing the United States. 

In the House of Representatives, March 31, 1831—Read and passed. 

BENJ. WHITE, Speaker. 

In Senate, March 31, 1831—Read and passed. 


ROBERT P. DUNLAP. President 





—_—-—— 


April 1, 1831—Approved: 
SAMUEL EF. SMITH 
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Wepwespay, Jury 25, 1787. 

It was moved by Mr. Ellsworth, and seconded, to agree w the fol- 
lowing amendment to the resolution respecting the election of the Su- 
preme Execntive, viz: 

‘Except when the Magistrate last chosen shall Have continued in of- 
fice for the whole term for which he was chosen, and be re-eligible ; in 
which case the choice shall be by electors appointed for that purpose by 
the several Legislatures.” Y 

Passed in the negative. 

Yeas—New Hampshire, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Maryland—4. 

Nays—Massachusetts, New Jersey, Delaware, Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia—7. 

It was moved by Mr. Pinckney, and seconded, to agree to the follow- 
ing amendment of the resolution respecting the Supreme Executive— 
namely : 

‘ Provided, That no person shall be capable of holding the said office 
for more than six years in any term of twelve.” 

It was moved and seconded to postpone the consideration of the last 
amendment— Which passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Connecticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, 
—) 

Nays—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Delaware, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia—6. 

On the question to agree to the emendment-It passed in the negative 

¥Yeas—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, North Carolina, South Car- 
ohina, Georgia—). 

Nays—Connecticut, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia—6. 

It was moved and seconded that the Members of the Committee be 
furnished with copies of the proceedings— W hich passed in the affirm- 
ative. 

keas—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Georg: , 
—10. 

Nay—South Carolina—1. 

It was moved and seconded that Members of the House take copies 
of the resolutions which have been agreed to—Which passed in the 
negative. 

¥eas—C onnecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Virginia, North Caroli- 
na—. 

Nays—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
South Carolina, Georgia—f. ; 

It was muved and seconded to refer the resolution respecting the Ex- 
ecutive (except that clause which provides that it consist of a single 
person) to the Committee of Detail. 

Before a determination was taken on the last motion— 

It was moved and seconded to adjourn—Passed in the allirmative. 

Yeas—Massachusetts, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—9 

Nays—New Hampshire, Connecticut—2. 

And then the House adjourned till to-morrow, at 11 o'clock, A. M. 


Tuurspay, Jory 26, 1787. 
It was moved and seconded to amend the third clauae of the resola- 
tion respecting the National Executive, so as to read as follows, viz: 
‘ For the term of seven years, to be ineligible a second time.” 
Which passed in the affirmative. 
Yeas—New Hampshire, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, North Car- 
olina, South Carola, Georgia—7. 
Nays—Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware—2. 
On the qnestion to agree to the whole resolution respecting the So- 
preme Executive, viz: 
“« Resolred, That a National Executive be instituted— 
* To consist of a single person ; 
“To be chosen by the National Legislature ; 
“ For the term of seven years ; 
“ To be ineligible a second time ; 
‘* With power to carry into execntion the national jaws ; 
“ To appoint to offices in cases not otherwise provided for ; 
* To be removable on impeachment and conviction of mai-practice 
ot neglect of duty ; | 
“ To receive a fixed compensation for the devotion of his time to 
public service ; 
“ To be paid out of the Public Treasury.” 
Which passed in the affirmative. 
teas—New Hampshire, Connecticut, New Jersey, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia—6. 
Nays—Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland—3. 
Pirided—V irginia—]. 
It was moved and seconded to agree to the following resolution, viz : 
* Resolved, That it be an instruction to the Committee to whom were 
referred the proceedings of the Convention for the establishment of a 
National Government, to receive a clause or clanses, requiring certain 
qualifications of landed property and citizenship in the United Statea, 
for the Executive, the Judiciary, and the Members of both branches of 
the Legislature of the United States, and for disqualifying all such per- 
sons as are indebted to, or have unsettled accounts with, the U. States, 


| Georgra— i. 





from being members of either branch of the National Legislature.” 


t was moved and seconded to strike out thers “landed,”—Which | JOURNALS. 
- passed in the affirmative. 


Veas—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Cinecticet: New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Deluware, Virginia, North Gretna, South Carolina, 
' 


Nay— Maryiand—} 

On the question to agree to the clause respdting the qualifications, as 
amended—It paseed im the affirmative 

Yeas—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Nqv Jersey, Maryland, Vir- | 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georga—e. 

Nays—Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delawge—3 

It was moved and seconded to add the worg “‘ and penstoners of the 
Government of the United States,” 
Which passed in the negative. 

Yeas—Mass ichuvetts, Maryland, Georgia} 

Nays—New Hampshire, Connecticat, Net Jersey. Pennsylvania, | 





i 


to the chase of disqualification— | 


Dirided—North Careline—! | 
It was moved and seconderito strike out ge followiag werds, viz : | 
“Or have unsettled accounts with,’’—W hich passed in the afirrmative 
beos—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Cgonecticut, Penusyivama, 
Delaware, Maryland, Virgimia, North Caroling Suuth Carolina—9 
Nays—New Jersey, Georgia—2. 
On the question to agree to the clause of diguaiication as amended | 
—it passed in the negative 
Yeas— North Carolina, Georgia—2. | 
Nays—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Deiaware, Maryland, Virgima South Carolina—9 
t was moved and seconded to agree to the ullowing resolution, viz: | 
“ Resolved, That it be an instruction to the Committee to whom were | 
referred the proceedings of the Convention or the establishment of a } 
National Government, to receive a clanse or dauses for preventing the | 
Seat of the National Government being in tle same city or town with | 
the Seat of the Governmont of any State, lomer than unul the necese- 
sary public buildings can be erected.” 
it was moved and seconded to postpone the consideration of the last ' 
resolution. 
It was moved and seconded to refer such ppeeedings of the Conven- | 
tion as have been agreed on since Mondavtlast, to the Commutee of | 
Detail —W hich passed unanimously in the affirmative. 
And then the House, by unanimous vote adjourned till Monday. 
August tth. | 


i 
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RESOLUTIONS OF THE CONVENTION, 

Referred, on the 23d and Wth of July, 1787, tea Committee of Detal— 
( Messrs. Rutledge, Randolph, Gerham, Ellsworth, and Wilson, )—for 
the purpose of reporting a Constitution 

JOURNALS. 

June 2. 


= 


1. Resolved, That the Government of the United Statea ought 
to consist of a Supreme Legislative, Judiciary, aud Executive 
21. 2. Resolred, That the Legisiature consist of two branches. 

3. Resolred, That the members of the first branch of the Le- 
gislature ought to be elected by the people of the several | 
22. States, for the term of two years ; to be paid ont of the pub- 
lic Treasury ; to receive an adequate compensation for their | 
23. services ; to be of the age of twenty-five vears at least ; to be | 
ineligible and incapable of holding any office under the av-! 
thority of the United States, (except those peculiarly belong- 
ing to the funetions of the first branch,) durmg the term of | 
service of the first branch. 
25. 4. Resolved, That the members of the second bianch of the | 
Legislature of the United States onght to be chosen by the in- | 
dividual ‘Legislatures ; to be of the age of thirty years at 
least; to hold their offices for six years, one-third to go out bi- 
ennially ; to receive a compensation for the devotion of their 
time to the public service ; to be meligible to, and incapabie 
of holding, any office under the ee United States, 
(except those peculiarly belonging to thé"functions of the se- 


een ee ee 


— ——_— 


July be drawn from the pablic Treasury but in pursuance of appro- 


priations to be origimated by the first branch 
11. Resolced, That, in the second branch of the Legislature 
of the Umted States, each State shall have an equal vote. 
Sh. 12. Resolved, Tinat a National Executive be mstituted, to 
consist of a single person, to be chosen by the National Legis- 
lature, for the term of seven years ; to be ineligible a second 
tune ; With power to carry unto execution the national laws ; 
to appount to offices in cases not otherwise provided for ; to be 
removable ou unpeachment and conviction of mal-practice or 
negicct of duty ; tu receive a fixed compensation for the devo- 
wen of his tine to public service ; to be paid out of the pablic 
‘Treasury 
<i. 13. Resolred, That the National Executive shall have a mght 
to negative any jegrsiauve act, which shall not be afterwards 
passed, unless by two-third parts of ¢ach branch ef the Na- 
tonal Legisiature. 
18. 14. Resolved, That » National Judiciary be established, to 
21. constst of one supreme tribunal, the Judges of which shall be 
appoimted by the second branch of the National Legislature ; 
to hold their offices during good behaviour ; to recerve punc- 
tually, at stated tumes, a fixed compensation for their services. 
in which no diminution shall be made so as to affect the per- 
sons actually im offiee at the time of such diminution. 
15. Resolred, That the National Legislature be empowered 
to appoint inferior tribunals. 

18. 16. Resoleed, That the jurisdiction of the National Jadicie- 
ry shall extend to cases arising under laws passed by the Ge- 
neral Legislature, and to such other questions as involve the 
national pezce and harmon-+ 

17. Resolred, That provision oncht to be made for the ad- 
miasion of States lawfully arising webin the limits of the Unit- 
ed States, whether from a voluntary juncuon ef government 
and territory, or otherwise, with the consent ef a number of 
voices in the National Legislature less than the whele. 

in. Resolred, That a Republican form of Government shail 
be guarantied to each State ; and that each State shall be pro- 
tected against foreign and domestic vivience. 

23. 19. Resolved, That provision oucht to be made for the amend- 
ment of the Articies of Union, whensoever it shall seem ne- 
Céessary 

20. Resolved, That the Legislative, Executive, and Judiciary 
powers, within the several States, and of ihe National Govern- 
ment, ought to be bound, by oath, to support the Articles of 
Union. 

21. Kesolved, That the amendments which shali be offered 
to the Contederation, by the Convention, ought, at a proper 
tume or times. alter the approbation of Congress, to be sub- 
mitted to an assembly or assemblies of representatives, recom- 
roended by the several Legislatures, to be expressly chosen by 
the people, to consider and decide thereon. 

22. Resolved, That the representation im the second branch 
of the Legislature of the United States consist cof two Mem- 
bers from each State, who shail vote per eapita. 

26. 23. Resolred, That it be an instruction to the Committee to 
whom were referred the proce. dings of the Convention for 
the establishment of a National Government, to receive a 
clause or clanses, requiring certain qualifications of property 
and citizenship, in the United States, for the Executive, the 
Judiciary, and the Members of both branches of the Legisla- 
ture of the United States. 

The propositions offered to the Convention, on the 29th of May, by 
Mr. C. Piwckney, and on the 15th of June, by Mr. Patterson, were re- 
ferred to the Committee, with the above resolutions. 


SMUGGLING. 








cond branch,) during the term for which they are elected, and 
for one year thereafter. 


es 


5. Resolved, That each branch ought to possess the right of | 


origiuating acts. 
27. [Postponed.| 6. Resolved, That the National Legislature 
July 16. ought to possess the legislative nghts vested in Congress by 

17. the Confederation ; and, moreover, to legislate in all cases for 
the general interests of the Union, and also in those to which 
the States are separately - competent, or in which the harmo- 
ny of the United States may be interrupted by the exercise of 
individual legislation. 

7. Resolred, That the legislative acts of the United States, 
mide by virtue and in pursuance of the Articles of Union, 
and all treaties made and ratified under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the respective 
States, as fur as those acts or treaties shall relate to the said 
States, or their citizens aud inbabitants ; aud that the Judicia- 
ries of the several States shall be bound thereby in their deci- 

i#, any thing in the respective laws of the individual States 
w the contrary notwithstanding. 

16. #. Resolved, That, in the original formation of the Legisla- 
ture of the United States, the first branch thereof shall consist 
of sixty-five members, of which namber 

New Hampshire shall send........++...3 


Massachusetts... “weenenneeaee “een eevne ** etec’ 
Rhode Island.. oeeee eee eaeneeeanenenee eeanne ] 
Connecticat. en eeweeeneneeneneeneneeee *e eee 5 


New York .....cccascccccccccseesscec® 
New Jersey......-..++-- cc cccesesceese 
Pennsylvania .... 2.2.22. cee- cece cee 
Doehaware... ..ocsccccccccccccees coceen 
DEOPYIANG . 2.5 00s cccs cece cece 
WL wane nade baqeee cons ccces anes ae 
North Carolina... .....2e cee ee eeee eee D 
South Carolina.............-+- cos ceeed 
GeOrgia. 0.2 cee vows cece cece secs seco 

But, as the present situation of the States may probably alter 

in the number of their inhabitants, the Legislature of the Unn- 

ed States shall be authorized from time to time to apportion 
the number of representatives; and, in case any of the States 
ehall hereafter be divided, or enlarged by addition of territory, 
or any two or more States united, or any new States created 
within the limits of the United States, the Legislature of the 

United States shall possess authority to regulate the number 

of representatives, in any of the foregoing cases, upon the 

principle of their number of inhabitants, according to the pro- 





From the New Hampshire Patriot. 

Tse Fepenar “ American System!"—During the past week, a 
toad of Smuggled Breadcleths, the proporty of two red-hot Federai 
Taritt men, was taken by our vigilant officers of the customs. ‘The 
fact of the Clay party, in this vieimity, being engaged in violating the 
very Tariff, in a private manner, which they publicly support, is au ex- 
cellent comment upon the rettenness and falsity of their principles. 
The democratic party are in favor of having the Tariff so modeiled as 
to prevent smuggling; but the Clay party, it would appear, act upon 
the opposite principle. We should think the payment of a few such 
duties as the revenue laws exact from smugglers, would have the effect 
of changing their theory as well as practice —Montpelver ( Vt.) Patriot. 

FP That the business of smuggling has actively revived, is evinced 
by the movements * to and fro” ail the way between Boston and Mon- 
treal, of some of the old war smugglers and other young sprouts who 
have been educated by them. The recent passage of loaded teams 
through the alternate mud and snow drifis, at a season when there is so 
little produce of the country to be transported—teams loaded with casks, 
and barrels, and firkins, as if of pot and pearl ashes, distilled spirita, but- 
ter, &c.—fully demonstries to our conviction thet all is not right. 
There «re vo customn-house officers on the way for more than a hundred 
miles—no search can be lawfully made: of course, tons of smuggled 
goods may pass without detection, and there can be but little doubt that 
tons do par 8. 

When smuggling of British goods is carried on by the “ American 
System” men with impunity—when the revenue is defranded of bun- 
dreds and thousands, if not millions of dellars—when the people are 
obliged to pay a tax on their wearing apparel, for the sole benefit of 
smugglers—when our mannfaeturers, instead of being benefitted, are 
positively injured Re duties intended for their protection, those du- 
ties being shamefulgvaded—is it not high time, either to enforce 
the laws for the punishment of smugglers, or so to reduce the duties as 
shall do away the temptation to violate them? 





AN ACT to anthorize the transportation of merchandise by land or 
by water with the benefit of debenture. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That from and af 
ter the passage of this act, all goods, wares, or merchandise imported 
into the United States, the duties on which have been paid, or secured 
to be paid, may be transported by land, or partly by land, aud partly by 
water, from the district mto which they were imported to two other dis- 
tricts, and exported from either of them with the benefit of drawback : 
Provided, That ail regulations and formalities now in force, relating to 
the transportation of goods, wares, or merchandise, by land or by water, 





visions hereafter mentioned, namely: Provided, al:rays, That 
representation ought to be proportioned according to direct 
taxation. And, in order to ascertain the alteration in the direct 
taxation which may be required, from time to time, by the 
changes in the relative circumstances of the Statee— 

9. Resolved, That a cengus be taken within six years from 
the first meeting of the Legislature of the United States, and 
once within the term of every ten years afterwards, of all the 
inhabitants of the United States, in the manner and according 
to the ratio recommended by Congress, in their resolution of 
April 18, 1783; and that the Legislature of the United States 
shall proportion the direct taxation accordingly. 

10. Resolved, That all bills for raising or appropriating mo- 
ney, and for fixing the salaries of the officers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, shall originate in the first branch of 

16. the Legislature of the United States, and shall not be altered 
or amended by the second branch ; and that no money shall 


from the district into which they were imported to another district. for 
the benefit of drawbaek, and such other regulations as are preseribed 
under and by virtue of the act to which this is ah addition, for the further 
transportation of svch goods, wares, or merchandise, to other districts, 
shall be complied with: And provided alse, That all the regulations and 
formalities now im force, respecting the exportation of goods, wares, 
and merchandise, for the benefit of drawback, shall be comphed with, 
so far as may be consistent with the other provisions of the acts to which 
this is an addition; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to preseribe the form of the certificate to be used, 
aud the oaths to be taken, on the transportation of sach goods, wares, or 
merchandise, from the seeond district into which they may be so brought, 
to the third district. 
Approved, February 12, 1831. “ 


The Doylestown Democrat says that the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
has passed an act, which has received the of Gov. Wolf, im- 








posing a tax of one million of dollars upon all real aud personal property. 
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LIGHT IN THE WEST. 


THE SUGAR TRADE. 


From the Cincinnati Advertiser 


We have, by the kind attention of General Findlay, rece:ved the Let 
ter from the Sec retary of the ‘Treasury, on the subject of the cultivation 
of the sugar cane, and laid before Congress, agreeabiy to a resolution 
passed last session. This letter contams statements made by sugar 
planters in Louisiana and Georgia, and also a letter from Mr. Johnston, 
Senater from the former State. ‘Those statements, coming trom per- 
sons coacerned in the cultivation of the cane, and under the fear that 
their Interests may materially suffer, by an abolition or reduction of the 
duty, may ve received with some doubts as to their correctness. But 

‘the prefits be underrated for the purpese of inducing Congress to 

contupue the duties, the planters have, in endeavoring to escape 
Sceylla, cast themselves upon Charybdis. These statements go to prove 
that the profits are so small that the cultivation of the sugar cane ought 
to be given up, as unsuitable to the clunate and utproductive to the 
planter. 

Mr. Johuston’s letter, we think, is conclusive on this point. He states 
that sugar cannot be raised im Louisiana for Jess than 34 cents per |b. 
frst cost, and that the price it sells for, 54, oniv produces a protit of 6 
per cent. on the capital employed. Now, suppose the duty taken off, 
and the sugar be reduced to that amount in price, the planter would 
have only 24 cents for what cost him 34—which, instead of 6 per cent 
gain upon his capital, would be 3 per cent. loss. ‘There is none tardy 
enough to assert that such a trade ought to be, or would be carried on, 
and we think Mr. Johnston will have none bat sugar planters to agree 
with him that a contribution should be raised off the other States of the 
Union, for the purpose of enabling a few sugar planters in Lonisiana 
tv raise an article that cannot be produced but at a loss of 3 per cent. 
on the capital 

Mr. Johnston states that the home production of sugar is estimated 
at 100 millions of pounds, and imported 5) millions, for 1530. Now, 
the duty of three cents per Ib. bes been paid on fifty millions, which 
amounts to $1,590,000. This sum has been paid into the treasury, 
and the same rate has been paid to the planters, on (1e J00 millions 
they raised, which amounts to $3,000,000. But this is not all; the 
people paid more than both these sums put together; for they paid the pro- 
fits to the dealers in the article on these two suinms, which may be furly 
taken at 25 per cent. which will be $1,125,000, added to $4,500,000, mak- 
ing asum of $5,625,000 which the people of 23 States pay in order tisat 
about 700 planters, employing about 25,000 slaves, should raise sugar 
upon lands and in a climate not adapted to such produce—or that half a 
dollar should be contributed by every individual in these States, man, 
woman, and child, once a year, for a purpose so unproductive as to 
have less profit, by 4 per cent. on the capital, than money commands by 
law, at legal interest. Half a dollar a head, or three dollars for a family 
of six persons, for this worse than useless purpose! {t is most unreasona- 
ble to expect it; it is unjust to exact it; and it is unwise for Mr. John- 
ston, who has taken so much trouble in obtaining information to encon- 
rage his constituents to continne in such an unproductive en.ploy ment, 
and to ask the Government to continue the duty. 

On consulting the best authority extant on the subject of the cultiva- 
tion of the cane, we found that in Jamaica, the planters could sell their 
sugar : »abont 4 cents per Ib. and realize a prot of 6 per cent. upon 
their capital of 30,000 pounds sterling, on an average of ten years. Here 
was no duly to protect nor bounty given to encourage the growth of 

ihe cane. Now, if a sugar planter in Jamaica, with land at £16 12s. or 
$80 per annum, with provisions for his plantation from Ireland, and all 
other articles of import from countries where the cost would '» much 
higher than the Louisiana planter has to pay for his supplies from the 
States west of the mountains, could raise his sugar for two cents per |b.; 
it must be clear that, with land at '0 dollars per annum, provisions from 
Ohio so much cheaper than he could have them from Caan. and ai- 
most all other articles so much cheaper from the Mississippi than from 
tre Atlantic, he could probably raise the sugar for considerally less 
than two cents. Under this consideration, } would appear to us that 
the planters of Louisiana ought to give up the trade, and turn their 
land and their negroes te some article more congenial to the soil 





THE AMERICAN SYSTEM. 


From the Illinois Adrocate.. 

I have heard so much about the “ American System” for the last two 
or three years, that | had supposed it was sume valuable discovery for 
the general benefit of the people of the United States; but I have daterly 
been much staggered in my belet of the soundness of the doctrme of 
this “American System; that is te say, that part of the System, 
which iunposes a (az ou tweniy-thvee States for the exclusive benefit 
Ol One 

I allude to that part of d 
three cenis a pound 

It appears from the returns of the “ Secretary of the Treaaury De- 
partment,” that durig the last year, there had been mmported into the 
United States, from foreign parts, about 48 millions of pounds of brown 
augar, which is something less than one-third of the brown sugar con- 
sumed in the United States; this, rating the population at 12 millions 
of souls, would be very nearly I2 pounds to each individual. 

Now, this 144 nullions of pounds of brown sugar pays a duty of three 
cents each pound, for uvtwithstanding only 48 millions of pounds are iin- 

countries, yet the remaining 96 milhons of pounda, 


e system by which brown sugar is taxed 


ported from forerzn 
riiged in Louisiana, sel! for three cents a pound more than i would do, 
were it not for the duty of three cents a pound on foreigu sugar 

Therefore, the people of the United States pay a tax on the brown 
sugar andually consumed, of $4,320,000 of which $1,440,000 goes into 
the Treasury of the United States, and $2,880,00U inte the pockets of 
725 sugar planters tu the State of Loursiana 


| heads of the citizens ofhat devoted land, unless by the payment from 
the hard earnings of hesuffering population, of no trivial sam, for the 
support of the lazy andluxurious lords of her domam. But a few re- 
flections on the exactios of the present 'l'aritf laws of our Republic, 
has miduced us to thinkhat we have but litte to congratulate ourselves 
upon our exemption fom similar impositions. ‘That a tax should be 
imposed on an article o Luxury, Which ts eqnal in its effect upon the 
rich and the poor, by aflovarchical Government, ought not to be the 
subject of complaint; bt, when a Republic, pretending to an adminis- 
trauon of equal laws, isposes burdens on the many, for the exclusive 
beneiit of the few—thaiit imposes duties en articles of necessity, for 
the sule advantage of ae@w capitaiists—il is indeed a matter of sincere 
complaint. Such we lelieve to be the practical effect of all the pro- 
tecting duties on the clohes which we wear, znd a considerable portion 
ot the food with which ur tables are furnished. In short, such is the 
efiect of the duties, notonly of about 100 per cent. on glass and glass- 
ware, for the benefit of : few individuals in Pennsylvamia, but on wool- 
len and cotton cloths, o1 iron, on sugar, molasses, and coffee. All these 
duties and exactions actimposed under the specious pretence that it is 
for the protection of domstic industry. We believe the assertion to be 
a gross insult to the umerstandings of the industrious part of the com- 
munity. It 1 the worny and industrious part of the American popu- 
lation that is taxed, fo the benefit of the wealthy and indolent—the 
Northern nianufactures and capitaliste—end every day's observation ts 
developing the truth of this remark. 





VIRGINIA AN) KENTUCKY RESOLUTIONS. 
Fron the Marutta Republican. 

We commence this wek, at the solicitation of a number of our snub- 
scribers, the publication f these able documents. We are aware that 
the reader will find his patience considerably wearted before he closes 
them, but, if sound reasming and plain argument, (to say nothing of 
the information to be derved from them, or the style in which they are 
written,) m the diseussim of an all-important and interesting question, 
are a suificieat recompeise for time spent im the — of them, we 
do assure the reader tha! be will find himself aunply rewarded. ‘They 
should be read by everyman in our country. ‘They have been justly 
termed ‘‘a true interpretation of the Constitution,” and plainly define 
the relations which exis between the States and the General Govern- 
ment. They show cleasy the great prmciples upon which the nghts of 
the States are based, and which are secured to them by the Constitu- 
tion ; and though the v.ews they take of the powers and limits of that 
instrument are diametrically opposite to those so strenuously advocated 
at the present day by a few demagogues and aspirants, they should pos- 
sess double weight with the democrats of our country, and the advo- 
cates of State rights, from the fact that the names of their illustrious au- 
thors have been used as a stepping-stone, by a band of men who are 
seeking their own aggrandizement, ander the mask of love of country, 
and who ha -2 “ appealed to authorities once regarded, by a majority of 
the nation, as of the highest value,” to sustain them, and as proof that 
they are the democracy of the country. ‘These resolutions were penned 
at a time when a few men, actuated by the same selfish motives, consi- 
dered their plans fully ripe, and the common people sufficiently blinded, 
to permit them to carry them imto exeeation. Foiled at that time, this 
party have shown but a feeble resistance to the march of democracy, 
until the present day, when, in the emphatic language of ‘A Farmer,” 
they have “with the promptitude of veterans, ceased the slow process 
of msidious attack, and, under the guise of philanthropy, are attempt- 
ing to storm the bulwurk of American Independence, which rests on 
the basis of State Rights." The best weapon, therefore, which can be 
used to defeat their plans at this time, is that which proved beneficial on 
a former trial, by opening the eves of the people to the necessity of act- 
ing, and rendered the path of duty plain. That weapon is these Reso- 
lutions. An altempt at eulogy on thetr authors, would be vain im us. 
Their former services have rendered their fame immortal. ‘Their 
names are sufficieyt to cause these—their ablest—productions, to be 
read with mterest nd attention. 

We have prefaced them with an article from the Banner of the Con- 
stitution, giving a listury of them. To those unacquainted with it, this 
article will piove cot only interesting, but useful. 





From the Ohio Sun: 

Mr. Editer: You say mm your last paper that your reply to the second 
production of Wayng, in the ‘Times, of the 29th ult., ** was crowded out 
this week.” [ am afarmer. My family consists of from eight to ten 
persons. I have, of late years, purchased my eugar im Cincinnati, and a 
barrel centaining about 2UU ibs. supplies us one year; on this I have 
paid a tax of six dollars 

In my own family f have used annually, fur a number of years past, 
12 Ibs. tea, the tax or duty on whieh was formerly 40 cents per bb., 
making....... Bmee sanecaconeceocsn ea ae 


25 ths. coffee, duty on 


rv, 7ve ee ee ee eeaneeeen ee 





which was 5 cts. per ib............. 125 
About two barrels sak, which I could have purchased at 30 
cents, if no duty was laid on tinperted salt, I have paid 50 cents 
per bushel: duaty.... ....-ceccceccceccecscccvccescccccsss BOD 
And, as I have above stated, On sugar........seeecceeee 6 OO 
$15 05 


I have been paying an annual tax to the Government, as above 
stated, for the privilege of using the foregoing articles of prime neces- 
sity. I may be mistaken as to the amount of duty or tax, as I have not 
the opportunity of seeing the public documents on this subject: Wayne, 
no doubt. can correct my ercore, if T am im any, as he lives at the 
“receipt of custom.” [was led to this examination by reading your 
statements respecting the duty on sugar. If ask of each and every of 
my neighbors, to examine this subject for themselves. If this money is 





Now can that be said to be a good system, which actually taxes i2 | 
millions of people for the exclusive benefit of 725 augar planters? or | 
can thaf be eaid w be an “ American System,” which taxes al! the others | 
twenty-three States, for the benefit of Louisiana? 
ee. ' : ” > Qr4) > ' r st } 
Now, what benefit does the hitle State of Dlinois derive from that 
system which compels her to pay a duty of $19,220 on the brown su- 
gar consumed by her 751,000 inhabitants’? Lf the system has this effect 


vpoa the people of the United States, can it be truly aaid to be “ Ameri- 

. . - — j 
ean?” Is it aot rather a Aumbug or something beside an “ American 
*ystem 7” 


As you have im your neighborhood many * A 
teans, if f am wrong 
} profess to be a trae Americen, | would wish to support the “ Amen- 
ean System,” if it only be a good one 
Macoumn, Feb. 28, 163! 


merican System” poli 
i this enaiter | hope they will set mericght. As 


Yours ‘eo serve, 
A RESIDENTER 

{We have no doubt our correspondent will ere long find prompt 
answers to the questions | 

American Systen" men 
paas unmotrced. VV hat’ 
what we please, a dolhu 
it mdustry! Forbid 1: 
he will be set rig 





rg 1 
Phere are too many | 
yt opr State to let such heterodox notions | 
shall we not have the privilege of paying | 
a pound of we chooee, for onr angar’? Forbid | 
patretiem! “A Residenter” may rest assured 

VV hat »s $19,329 extra to the people of Lilinois on | 


e has suggested 


sugar’ What w ten times thet amount on fifty other articles?’ Have | 
we not plenty of money ’ or what ws better, abundance of credit? Can 


we pot borrow another $100,000 ? 


“ Humbug System,” indeed! ] 





UNJUST TAXATION. 

From the North Mississippian. 

Tt is our boast thal we were born and reared in free America, and in | 
our juvenile days have listened with abhorrence at the relations of the 

oppressive and rninous taxations of the old’ world. That a tax of no | 

meonsiderable amount, in the odious reign of George Til, was imposed 

on every pane of window-glass—that it was forbidden, by the tyran-| 

nous laws of Englaud, that the hght.of Heaven shouid shize upon the | 





charter of our Umen: 


not needed by the Government for the purpose of protection and de- 
fence, why exact « from us? According to the “ Americen System” 
policy, itonght to be exacted and used to corrupt the people, and buy 
up then votes in favor of some unoprincipled aspirant to office, by 
making a read here, and digging a ditch there, as might create and 
extend influence. [agree with my neighber Peter Emery, in his toast 
of July last— ‘The best distribucion of the surplus revenue is, to let it 
remuim in the people’s pockets:’ they are ite legitimate owners. ‘The 
-<(ministiatios of President Jackson is pursuing a policy that will soon 
free us from this onerous taxation, and, for this, the whole ire of the 
opposition is drawn dower on himself aad his friends: for, if this policy 
should finally suceeed, the corrupting wfluence of Clay’s American 
System wall be atan end. & ix strange, beyond calculation, that we 
shuld be constantly eolietung the Governmeut to ruim us; for, our 
Members im Congress, with ove cr two honorable exceptions, oppose this 
policy of the present Adtoinistration. An angel might weep, indeed, 
if angels weep, at our weakness; end sutan, himeelf, “ grin horribly a 
ghastly smile” at our folly, im thus courting, with so much avidity, the 
destruction of this fair temple of equal nights and universal hberty 
W. 
From the Knoznille Rogister. 

The fatal consequences of enlarging, by construction, the Conatitu- 

tien of the Union, are already apparent. The danger of consolidation, 


| or the destraction of this fair fabric of freedom, is manifested by the dis- 


content and heart-burnings prodaced by every new usurpation. The 
high tariff, uncalled for by policy, umncessary to raise the sums requi- 
site to discharge the debts and sustain the credit of our Government, 
hax generated the greatest dissatisfaction and irritation in tie South, be- 
cause it was designed expressly’to protect the manufacturers; an inter- 
est not confided, except incidentally, to the care of the General Govern- 
ment. Again, the assumption of the power to make internal improve- 
mente, gave jast alarm to all the friends of a strict interpretation of the 
as, by it, every limitation to power, and every 
restriction upon ambitions and expensive projects, were removed, and 
a syswm of uabounded igality deliberately adopted. But let facts 


| 





bear witness. The cost of all the works of internal improvement con- 
templated by the General Government, and which, it the federal or 
Clay policy should prevail, would be carried into execution with all 
convenient speed, amounts, as we see in the list published in the 


Telegraph, to the wnoderate sum of ONE HUNDKED AND SIXT Y- 


| TRREE MILLIONS OF DOLLARS. 


It has always been the policy of the rich to exonerate themselves from 
every burden, and lay heavy impositions on the poorer part of the com- 
munity. In almost every country the affluent rale, not only through 
the pervading influence of their money, but also by their superior crait. 
It will not be surprising to see this policy pursued in the tarnff, and that 
TAXES ARE LAID ON THE POUR FUR THE BENEFIT OF THE RICH. 
We see in the Banner of the Constitution that “ coarse woollens, such 
as flannels, low cloths, baizes, &c., pay from 70 to 150 per cent., while 
ine broadcloths which are worn chiefly by the wealthy and fashionable, 
pay only 50 per cent.” “ Coarse cotton goods, 83 cents per yard, which 
may amount in the average, to 70 or SU per cent.; fine cotton goods, 
3U per cent.; brown sugar, three cents per pound, equal to 75 or 100 
per cent. on cost; coarse wool from 75 to 100 per cent.,” &c. Thus 
ure extravagant duties imposed on many of the necessaries of life, which 
every family must have, to multiply the wealth of a few rich manufac- 
turers, and to impoverish unnecessarily those who are already ‘* piming 
under the curse that lingers in an empty purese.”’ 





From the Kentucky Statcsman 

We have before us an invoice of several parcels of sugar purchased 
by an American merchant in the West Indies. From tus, it is shown 
that the current price of brown sugar in those islands, is from $1 75 to 
$2 50 per cwt. On this, when imported into the United dtates, there 
is levied a duty of $3 per cwt. which, added to the expenses of trans- 
portation &c. disables foreigners from com ting with the planters of 
the South, except in the finest quality of sugars. ‘The manufacture of 
coarse sugar, such as is consumed by poor people is entirely monopo- 
lized. If the duty on this necessary of liie were removed, brown sugar 
would be sold in Kentucky at fire cents per pound, or siz and a fourth 
cents retaul. Yet the prevalence of the * American System” compels 
us to pay ten cents per pound. Why not annihilate this oppressive 
item of the tariff. We are told that the sugar planters of Louisiana 
must be pampered and enriched by contributions from our pockets to 
enable them to buy our produce. ‘this is truly an imposing argument. 
Do not the people know that not onetwenticth part of eur ce ts 
consumed in the South? And it is also true that the richer they become 
the less do they pay us for our ts. Contrast the price of our beef, 
pork, tobacco, &c. m the market of New Orleans, ten and fifteen years 
ago, with present prices, and our assertion wili be sustained. tis a 
sound and wholesome policy for our products to seek the best market, 
whether it be found at home or abread. As sellers we should carry our 
commodities, where the highest prices can be found, as buyers we 
should purchase where the fabrics we need, can be obtained at the 
lowest prices. Apply this principle to the case now before us. The 
planters of Louisiana will give us $5 per cwt. for our pork, and sell us 
their sugar at $6 per cwt: the planters of Cuba and other West India 
islands, will give $10 per cwt. for our pork, and sell us their sugar at 
the reduced price of $2 per cwt. Now in the name of common sense, 
to which market is it the interest of the western people to trade? 

It is childish prattle, to talk about the Louisiana planters being made 
rich that they may buy western produce. They have not the capacity to 
consume wt. ‘The ew Dr is continually giutied, and hence the great de- 
pression of the prices. ‘The western people want an outlet for their 
trade; but the West Indies cannot purchase of us, unless we will take 
sugar in return. This would be gladly done, did not the tariff forbid 
its importation. The consequence is, that the farmers are compelled to 
drift alung the shores of the Mississippi, retailing their cargoes from 
door to door, and finally, from the glut of this market, it is almost given 
away. If the importation of sugar were free, the West India market 


we should sell high and buy low. 





From the Ohio Sun. 


To the Members of the present General Assembly of Ohvo.—Gentlemen : 
As a majority of you no doubt are American System men, and I, as 
well as yourselves, wish to honor that system, by systemizing all our 
publie acts, I take the liberty of suggesting to you, for the honor of the 
cause, as well as ty keep in remembrance the many aud noble acts that 
you have done, that you solemnly adjourn your session on the first day 
of Apri next. The friends of the system see great beauty in fixing thie 
» y for the consuromation of your labors: it will exactly answer your 
constituents—a few dollars, as to time, is neither here nor there. If 
Ohio should not find employment for your labors until that day, no 
doubt the United States can. The road from New Orleans to Buffalo, 
rejected last year by Congress, had betier be re-considered by you. It 
is a great and glorious project, and well worth the attention of the young 
and enterprizing State of Ohio—no matter about the “ po», they were 
formed to labor, and the rich, by their superior stations, to rule.”’ 


Verspum Sat Sarierti 





From t!- Louisville Advertiser. 

An article, published in the New York Duily Seutinel, states that the 
highest price at present paid, in that city, to tailoresses, for making pan- 
taloons, “is but twenty-five cents per pair, while many receive only 
twelve and a half cents ; and those who work for what are called slop- 
shops, get no more than six, or at most ten cents!" The writer adds, 
that, if those in employ should attempt to raise their wages, “their cus- 
tom would immediately fall into other hands.” 

How will the editors of New York account for this deplofable state 
of things? One half the tailoresses of New York working for Little or 
vothing—for wages that will barely keep body and soul together—and 
the other half out of employ! Are not ready-made clothes imported into 
ail our large cities to an nnmense amount, and is uot the quantity ra- 
pidly increasmg? ‘This is an importont inquiry. If we are not deceiv- 
ec, the distress now felt by the tailors and tailoresses of the East will 
soon reach the manufacturers of cotton and woollen goods. 

The evil is, in our opinion, to be found in the existing Tariff, which 
the Ciuyites consider so perfect that they are unwilling to see it altered 
or modified. Affording what may be termed a discriminating duty, im 
favor of English tailors and tailoresses, the importation of ready-mede 
clothes is rapidly throwing our tailors and tailoresses out of employment. 
This is our view of the subject. If we are in error, perhaps the New 
York editors can correct us. ‘The extent of the evil to which we have 
referred cannot be precisely stated—but we are satisfied that it will, if 


tolerated for a few years, prove equally disastrous to manufacturer, 
merchants, and tailors. 





AN ACT to repea! the charges imposed on passports and clearances. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the’ 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That so much of the 
act of the first of June, one thousand seven hundred and ninety-six, 
entitled “ An Act providing passports for ships and vessels of the United 
States,’’ as umposes a charge of ten dollars for passports, and four dol- 
lars for a clearance, to any ship or vessel bound on a voyage to any for- 
eign country, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, to take effect from 
and after the thirty-first day of March of the present year. 

Approved, February 12, 1831. 





for sale by all the principal Booksellers in this State. Mr. Sullivan is a 
Boston Federalist of the old schoo]. The objects of his Class-Book may 
be learned from an extract from the “‘ Banner,” on the opposite page. 
These political school-books should be looked after.—Eastern Epub. 


Anthracite Coal is used in New Orleans, instead of wood, for baking 
bricks. ‘The bricks are described as being more thoro hly burnt, and 








much better, than these made in brick kilns where is used. 





would be open to us—the market of New Orleans would never be glutted , 


Hon. William Sullivan's “ Political Class-Book"’ has been advertised 
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’ tion of country, at the prospect of the downfall of that glori- 





Banner of the Constitution. 
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Agreeably to the notice contained iu our paper of the 13th 


lished at the City of Philadelphia. 





A great “ American System™ meeting was held at St. Louis 
on the 19th of March, by “the Mechanics, Farmers, and other 
Working-Men,” of that city and vicinity, at which certain pro- 
ceedings were adopted, declaratory of the alarms of that sec- 


ous policy. These consisted of a preamble of great length, in 
which the preference of men to principles is deprecated, and a 
string of resolutions, in which the darling fallacies of the re- 
strictive philosophy are re-euacted. It seems that these gen- 
tlemen affect to believe that the American System had been 
established as the settled policy of the country, and they are 
quite astonished that any body should now be so bold as to 
disturb it. But disturbed they consider it to be, as will appear 
from the following extract : 

It is frankly admitted that these observations have, and are intended 
to have, special reference to the position in which our citizens are pila- 
ced as it regards the American System. The object and the aim of 
this system need not now be explained—they are known and under- 
stood by all. We fondly thought it had become a portion of the settled 
aud determined policy of our country—that, after years of vacillation, 
and deubt, and distrust, the industry of our citizens had received a di- 
rection which was likely to continne as permanent as our mstitutions 
themselves. We are aware that a portion of oar fellow-citizens have 
always regarded the principles and policy of the American System as 
deleterious in their tendeney, and unconstitutional in the measures they 
authorize. But the number of those persons who held this opinion was 
fast being diminished—the enemies of the system were fast sending in their 
adhesion, from all parts of the Union—its constitutionality was proved, 
by reference to the uniform and uninterrupted practice of the General 
Government, from the adoption of the Constitution to the present time, 
and by the express declaration of some of the sages who were instru- 
mental in forming the great charter of our iiberties. We were in the 
full tide of successful experiment, our country was fast arriving at that 
state of self-dependence which could alike defy the envy or the fear of 
foreign Powers—twhen we find ourselves y avail in the midst of 
our career. 

This being arrested in the midst of one's career is what very 
often happens to people who live by plundering others, and we 
do not think that the monopolists of the American System 
have any great reason for complaining of it, after baving float- 
ed along upon * the full tide of successful experiment” for fif- 
teeu years. But, pursues the preamble— 


‘These things are not mentioned for the purpose of reproach, or from 
a desire to awaken any of the slumbering fires of party feeling, which, 
happily are now dormant amongst us—far, far from it; but as suber 
and deeply important facts, that may be verified by the experience of 
even the most casual observer. One year since, and how many of our 
citizens in this State were to be found in opposition to the policy of Pro- 
teecting Duties and Internal Improvements? There certainly were a 
few in that predicament, but the number was extremely sn.all, and fast 
decreasing. Especially was thia the case with regard to the action of 
the General Government on the latter subjyect—that of Internal Im- 
provements. No one doubted their expediency—no one their constitu- 
tionality. We look upon the power in question as beyond all doubt a 
constitutional one, and its exercise by Congress as highly beneficial to 
the nation, and eminently so to the West. Arguments to sustain this 
position crowd apon us from ail quarters, but tins is not an occasion to 
adiuit of detailed statements. A few general observations must suffice. 


Now, however clear it may appear to the Mechanics, Far- 
mers, and other Working-Men, of St. Louis, that the power 
to tax the Southern States, fur the purpose of building up fac- 
tories in the Eastern States, and constructing roads in the 
Western States, is a constitutional one, it is nevertheless true, 
that there are many persons, as sharp-sighted as they are, who 
do mot believe a word of such doctrine ; and we are pleased 
to find, from the admission of this preamble, that the number 
of such is fast increasing in Missouri. This confession of de- 
sertion from the American System ranks is one of the most 
important evidences of the gradual advance of sound princi- 
ples that we have yet met with, and the more circulation that 
is given to this document the more must it operate in their fa- 
vor. To this lamentation succeeds a display of somewhat bit- 
ter invective : 

It is admitted, on all hands, by both friends and ememies, that the T'a- 
riff and Internal Improvements must stand or fail together. ‘These two, 
united, constitute what is called the American System. Arguments, 
therefore, in support of the one, may be fairly taken as applying to 
the other, as far as the expediency is concerned. This system secures 
ty us a home-market, entirely independent of all those fluctuations ne- 
cessarily incident to ali foreign regulations It has been ever advocated 
by the different Administrations from the days of Washington to the 
present time, on the express ground that it would afford protection and 
support to the poor and the laboring classes of the community. ‘The 
wealth and the aristocracy of the country were found arrayed against 
it in 1824, and they continue so to this day. It found able and fearless 
advocates in men who were at once the pride and the defence of the 
workmg-men. ‘heir matchless eloquence, their unanswerable array 
of arguments, carried conviction to every heart, and wrang a reluctant 
assent fromm many predetermined to oppose it. These efforts were suc- 
cessful: the policy of protecting duties was adopted—and the question 
1oW is, is it worth preserving ! This question roust be met and an- 
swered. Unceasing efforts are being made to effect its destruction— 
and, if its friends do not come forward boldly, and without hesitation, in 
its defence, its ruin is sure. Talent and wealth are arrayed against it 
—the Southern planter and the Eastern merchant—the rich capitalist of 
the North, and the haughty, nullifying, nabob of the South, are uniting 
their efforts and influence to effect its destruction. Many of those who 
have reached the high places of our country by pense zeal in its 


behalf, have now thrown off the mask, and use the power thus deceit- 
fully obtained tn furthering these traitorous designs. 


Here we have a definition of the American System, and the 
Committee which drafted this preamble will be entitled to the 
reward of five dollars promised, by the Obie Sun,.to any one 
who would tell what the American System was. Yes, the 
American System means a combination between (wo interests, 


for me, I will make factories for you, and we wil! procure the 
money for accomplishing both these national works Ly robbing 
our neighbors, who are to reap no benefit from the one or the 
other. It is not, however, historically correct, to say that the 
American System has been advocated by the diflerent Admi- 
nistrations from Washington to the present time. For twenty- 
seven years out of the forty-two that this Government has 
been in operation, it was never acted upon at all. No duties 
were ever laid, except with the moderation called for by the 
demand for revenue. Nor were appropriations fur roads ever 
made. except in the sing!e case of the Cemberland Road, 
which was undertaken under aa especial pledge with tne State 
of Ohio, as a means of enabling the Government to sell its 
Western lands, by furnishing access to them by a road travel- 
able at all seasons. Ner is it correct to say that the wealth 
and aristocracy of the country is arrayed against it at the pre- 
sent day, whatever might have been the case in 1824, when 
the New England corporations were on the side of free trade. 
There are some wealthy men, and perhaps some aristocrats, 
upon both sides—but there is one class of persons, who are op- 
posed to the American System, who are altogether omitted ia 
this formidable list of men of talents and wealth, of planters 
and merchants, of haughty and nullifying nabobs. We mean 
the houest hard-working mechanics whe bave got their eyes 
open to the quackery of the american System, and who are 
desirous of earning their liviag by the sweat of their own 
brows, and not of other ; cople’s. Such mechancis are the three 
hundred Philadelphia Blacksmiths who lately petitioned Con- 
gress to pull down the iron pillar of the American System, and 
the great body wh», in Boston, last November. supported the 
candidate for Congress of the Free Trade party. These, after 
all, are the people who will prostrate the Juggernaut which 
has been so long riding over them. 

The concluding part of the foregoing quotation wil! certain- 
ly not be cousidered, by the advocates of free trade, as very 
complimentary. ‘To be charged with traitorous designs, when 
one is merely endeavoring to promote the true interests aad the 
liberty of the country, is, to say :he least of it, uot over civil. 
When one recollects, however, that George Washington, Tho- 
was Jefferson, Benjamin Franklin, Joho Hancock, and numer- 
ous other patriots, were once branded with the charge of ea- 
tertaining traitoreus designs, for advocating measures which 
had also for object the emancipation of their fellow-citizens 
from an unlawful and unjust oppression, the imputation is not 
so hard to be borne, especially when it is likewise recoliected 
that the charge came from the same sort of people, viz : the 
champions of unconstitutional and arbitrary power. 

We have not room for any further extracts from the pream- 
ble, which makes a strong appeal for a rally of the party fight- 
ing under the Banner of Consolidation, but we select from the 
resolutions adopted, the followiag, as a specimen of the temper 
of these patriots : 


Resolved, That the present is a crisis in the polnical relations of o-ir 
country, Which demands that the whole laboring classes of the commu- 
nity, upon whom rests the entire fabric of our Government, should 
rouse themselves from their apathy, and, coming forward with all that 
manly independence which balsas to them, should assert and maintain 
those political rights which, through their own supineness, have been 
woo often usurped by demagogues and political speculators; and, always 
keeping principles in view, regardless of individual names, should 
unite their efforts to banish from our National Councils those men who 
prefer British work-shops to our own, and who, rather than sabmit their 
prejudices to be controlled by the majority, threaten us with a resort to 
Nullification, and a repeal of the Union. 

tesolced, "That, in our opinion, a Tarifi of duties on foreign importa- 
tions, not only for the purpose of revenue, but for the protection of do- 
mestic ingenuity and industry, is both constitutional and judicious, and 
merits tie first place in the councils of the nation. 

tesolved, That Internal Improvements, by opening and improving 
new channels of intercourse to commerce and intelligence, is not only 
the most profitable, but also the most judicious, disposition of the surplus 
revenue of the country ; and, therefore, deserve the hearty support of 
ali who wish weil to our country’s imstitutions. 

Resolved, That we view, with alarm and the most poignant regret, 
the silent and insidious, but no less determined efforts, of some of our 
National Representatives, in attempting to etlect the destruction of the 
American System, as encroachments on the lung-settled principles of Go- 
vernment—principles which have mainly contnbuted to that high and 
enviable degree of prosperity which attends our country. 

Resolved, That it be recommended to our friends throughout the 
State to hold meetings in every County, and organize themselves, by 
appointing Standing Committees, with full powers to correspond and 
devise measures for a general concert of action on the part of all the 
friends of the American System, throughout the State. 





At the suggestion of a gentleman who bas recently purchas- 
ed a patent right, for the State of Maryland, for a machine, 
lately invented, for the planing, grooving, and tenguciag, of 
boards, for buildings, we lately visited one now in operation in 
this city, and bad our curiosity highly gratified. The machine 
is moved by a steam-engine, the power of which is applied to 
several, and to appearanees is neither very complicated oor 
expensive. We are not mechanicians enough to give a des- 
cription of the machine, 2nd, as our busivess is rather with the 
effects it produces, than with its structure, we shall confine our 
remarks to the former. 

A rough pine board is placed on a platform, or carpenter's 
bench, and drawn under a cylinder, to which are affixed a 
number of knives, which, revolving with the cylinder with the 
rapidity of a spindle in a cotton factory, chip off from the up- 
per surface of the board small pieces of shavings as it passes 
along, whilst at the same time a groove is formed on one edge 
of the board and a tongue ow the otber, by the application of 
other stationary tools. In about forty seconds a rough. board 
is fitted to be laid dowa ina floor, having this advantage over 


————— 


mathematica! exactness, with all the otheis, so that, not only 
is it better calculated to make a solid floor, from its evenness, 
hut the tongues and grooves al} fit with perfect precision. In 
this manuer beard follows board in rapid succession, without 
any stopping of the machinery, and when each reaches the 
end of its journey it is pushed by the macbioe out of a win- 
dow, where is gently slides down an inclined piane into the 
yard, from which it is hauled away to its final destination. 
Owing to the necessity of sharpening the kuives and other im- 
plements, the machinery cannot be kept in constant motion; 
and, consequently, an average of forty seconds is not enough 
to complete a great number. ‘The most which this machine 
has yet accomplished is ive hundred boards in a day, fourteen 
feet long, and from wine to twelve inches wide. It requires 
two men, or ope man and one boy, to attend it. 

From the inguiries we have made, we learn that the planing, 
grooving, and tougueing, of twenty boards in a day, is a good 
day's work for a man, when performed by the ordinary pro- 
cess of the hand-plane. ‘This machine, then, will perform the 
work in a day of twenty-five men, or ot twenty-three besides 
the two who superiutend its operation, and thus presents oue 
of the most important improvements ia labor-saving, that has 
been invented of late. 

On beboldiog such an important result as the one above de- 
scribed, a frieud of the American System could not perceive 
in it any thing but what was disastrous. His mind would at 
once fasten upon the misery brought upon the twenty-three 
poor carpenters thrown out of employment by this wicked ma- 
chine, and he would necessarily lock upen its general intro- 
duction into all our cities and towns as a national calamity. 
“ Bless my heart,” he would say, “ what a vast amount of 
American industry will be iost to the country by this labor-sav- 
ing invention! And then how ruinously cheap will boards be- 
come! Better would it be for the country, to smooth all our 
beards with pen-knives, than to adopt so ruinous a machine.” 
Oa the other hand, a Free Trade man would regard this 
improvement as one of the greatest public blessings. He would 
instantly perceive, that, if twenty-three carpenters should lose 
employment in planing boards, the very money thus saved to 
the builders of houses, would be in the hands of its owners, 
ready to employ those same carpenters in some nicer branches 
of work not interfered with by the machine—or at least ready 
to employ some other mechanics in some other branches, 
which before could not be done, from the want of the money 
formerly expended in planing boards. He would also see, that, 
if twenty-three carpenters were to be thrown out of empley- 
meot, a certain number of steam-engine makers, cutlers, ma- 
chinists, irou-founders, smiths, coat mioers, &c. &e. would be 
thrown into employment—that, by the cheapness of floors and 
weather-boarding to houses, more houses would be built, and 
thus more emp.oyment given to mechanics and laborers of ev- 
ery description—that the imtroduction of this machine into the 
lumber regions of Maine, North Carolioa, and Florida, might 
enable the enterprizing merehaats of those States to expert to 
the West Indies and South America, where the labor of car- 
penters is expensive, double the quantity of boards which they 
now export, and thus afford exteusive employment to seamen, 
ship-builders, lumber-cutters, and sawyers. He would, in fine, 
perceive, that, although the sudden and universal introduction 
into use of this labor-saving machine would be attended with 
some inconvenience to some carpenters, yet, that, in the gra- 
dual way in which all improvements are, from the necessity of 
the case, introduced, no perceptible mischief could ensue—and 
that, even if some inceuvenience did -result to a few individu- 
als, it would be much more than counterbalanced by the great 
advantages enjoyed by the many, who would have better 
boards for the same money, and these furnished in much less 
time. 

To those whose minds are expanded by the hberal views 
presented by a sound political economy, all improvemenw in 
labor-saving machinery appear, as they truly are, biessings, 
dispensed by Heaven for the comfort of man. This is solely 
because they enable the people to get things cheaper—that is, 
with less labor—than they could get them before. Ali such ia- 
ventions, therefore, are nothing but ccunteractions of the folly 
and selfishness of those who try to prevent the improvement 
of the condition ef society, by meaus of artificial restrictions, 
intended to make things dear. 

The celebrations which have taken place in the Norther 
States, at the completion of any work of Ioternal Improve- 
ment, have been so usually distinguished for the unsound dec- 
trines advanced in the tuasts given on the occasion, that no po- 
litical economist, or friend of a strict construction of the Con- 
stituuion, could read them without lamenting the ignorance aod 
aberration from the true path, which so generally prevails. 
There is a class of people who really believe that there cannot 
be too much of a good thing, and they act the part of the fool- 
ish farmer, who laid eut so much in building baras and out- 
houses, of which he thought be ceuld not have too many, that 
he had no mouey left to pay for the hire of laborers to. plough 
his land, and of course he had no grain to put into his: barns. 
Every man, therefore, who ventures to assert that a State may 
be as guilty of improvidence and of a waste of capital as an 
individual, and whe may be bold enough to caution his fel- 
low-citizens against extravagant public expenditures, is in- 
stantly denounced: af an enemy tu the public prosperity— 








founded upon a. contract of this sort: If you will make roads 


one: planed. by hand;.that it has a thickness;-uniform. even to 


whereas, be is in reality the best friend of that: prosperity, by 
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porting out the mode in which the public capital cao be most ent from their own body. A zealous friend in Massachusetts 
And, in the same manner, there are | has drawn up ashort petition, which he intends to circulate for 
never read the Constitution of | signatures. 


judiciously appropriated. 
thousands of persons who have 


their country, and especially the article of it which constitutes | 


the motto of this paper, who really believe that Congress has | 

* , ; 
just as much right to expend the public money in turnpike- | 
roads, rail-roads, and canals, as they have to expend it in sup- | 


army or the navy, and who, as soon as they hear 


i 5 i 

another say ‘the powers not delegated to the United States by | 

. ; . : i 

‘he Constitution. nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserv- 
? . ae . - > . ns ' ’ | ” « ’ 

ed to the States respectively, or to the People, and that no 


uch power as that contended for has ever been delegated to 


—_ 


ngress, are altogether amazed, and cry out ** Enemies of the 


‘* 


Constitution!” * Hostile to the Supreme Court!” “ Nullica- | 
tion! and all that sort of nonsense—as if people were to be | 
frightened or humbugged out of thetr rights and hberttes, with- | 
out rem against ’ 

But to re ; to the sulject with which we started. On the | 
22th of March there took place, near Savannah, a celebration, | 

commemorate the meeting of the waters in the * Savannah, | 
UOgechee and Aitamaha Canat;” upon which oceasion a puin- | 
ber of eppropriate toasts were crank, from which we have se- | 
ected the following. Not one was given, countenancing, in the | 
shghtest degree, the Northern doctrine of an uulimited pow er | 

o 


al Gcoverament, or holding out the least idea that | 
individuals have apy right to look for public aid, in their works 


‘ ami . . _. } ts -T Poyf nd 5 99? Oe 
oft internal improvement, veyonuu thei sial Government. 
* 


By Col. M. Myers, Duwector. The State of Georgia—Rich in her 
irces, may she wisely expend them in fostering works of Internal | 
in pre ‘ ' ‘4 7 


By William C. Daniel, Fsq. Director. The Canal, as it is and muat 


be, conmecting the Savannah with the Mississippi, and making of the 


South and West vne peoj le, identical im interest and aflections 
By George W. M’Alister, Esq. Director. Free Trade the natural 
ally of reads and canals; speedy reform to the tegisiaiion which sepa- 


rates the 


By the iion. James M. Wayne. The Union of enterprize and cap- 


ital of juzens of the Southern States, patronized by their respec- 
tive Legislatures, in the construction of ther own works of internai 


improvement, to relieve our confederacy from wasteful expenditure of 
the National Treasury, by the exercise of an unconstitutional legiela- 
tion, as well in the collection of the funds as in the application of them 

By W. B. Bulloch, Esq. The restoration of free trade and the main- 
tenance of coustiutwnal liberty—The lovers ot the Union will continue 
their untiring eflorts to efiect the one and preserve the other. 

| Willi Hise Legislalion—The appropriation of the pwb- 
lic resources to public improvement, instead of squandering them for 
the gratification of private cupidity 

By Captain Pooler. The resowrces of the State—May they be appro- 
priated to their beet legitimate objects ——Education and Internal Iin- 
provement 

By W. Searbrough. /nt 
Ste exertions aml resources 
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Improvement—from individual and 


rit of monopoly, which will only acquire fresh vigor by a little 








By R. M. Goodwin, Esq. 
petual ag we belies 
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The Union of the Sates—May it be as par- 
e the union of the Savannah and Ogechee Rivers to 
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In the House of Assembly of New York, on the 13th inst., 
Mr. Andrews laid on the table the following resolution : 

Resolved, (if the Senate concur.) That it us the sense of this Legislatare 
that the Constitution of the United States authorizes acts of Congress 
to protect manufactures, and that the actaal prosperity of the couutry 
attesis the wisdom of such acts 


[t is a pity that the gentleman did not specify, ia the body 
of his resolution, the article of the Constitution which confers 





such authority. There are as wise men as himself, who have} 
ever yet been able to fad it 





fn corroboration of the position advanced by us lately, that 


the prosperity of the iron manufacture at Pittsburg was not 
due to the high duty on iron, as the advocates of the American 
System assert, but to her natural advantages, and especially to 
the abundance and cheapness, in her vicinity, of coal, which is 
delivered at four cents per bushel, or one dollar and forty-four 
cents per chaldron—we briog forward the following extract 
from a letter from London, dated February 18th, 1831, lately 
published in the Journal of Commerce: 


The repeal of the duty on coal will be of some relief to the public, 


but the enormous price of that species of fuel, m this country, is owing 
to the monopolies, combinations, and frauds, of the different parties 
through whose hands it passes te the consumer ; and, tll these rogues 
are exterminated, we eball continne to pay more, in London, for Eng- 
lish coal, than you do in New York, although you have the British ex- 

rt duty of 15 shillings, or im future 10 shtilimgs, per chaldron, and the 
Pnited, Stu 6 import duty of 6 cents per bushel, in addition to the or- 
dinary charges included in the price which you pay. In November, 
when your price was $7 5) for the chaldron of Liverpool coal, 1 paid 

neva 


JS . xeha 





here Od., at present nge near $13, for the same quantity. 
When will 5 country present such convincing proofs of a boasted 
eat of the world, in respect te fair dealing * 


ua! 
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The friends of the Restrictive System contend that the im- 
position of duties, with the avowed object of encouraging do- 
mestic manufactures, is a constitutional exercise of power; and 
they cannot, 
acts in such a 
tent to deciuic 
stand, they do not car the r 


ry on their face 


which they ha 


raISipg revenuc, Wie 


ve been enacted. 
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reas it 


are specifically impose 


revenue, but of prohibttiog the importation, in a greater or 


, of certain conmodities, upon which a 


large reve- 


Tian +h, . etataaarn soa mihae : 2 
nue might e couected, if their impurtation was aiowed to; Crs, 
» } . “> . * } -. ee, es . . . > o 
faxe mace under mocerate rates of duty I eppears to 
th: 


mand of Covgress that the constitutionality of the pietective 


policy should be submicted for a decision to a tribunal differ- 





consequentiy, have any objections to place their) 

" - ' 
shape as that the courts of law may be compe- | 
upon their legahty. As the protecting laws now friends of Mr. C! 
eal object with | an expansion to the American System which it was not sup- 
Taw mmoanee + es 
Phey u pe Tt 10 he laws or 
is known that manv of the duties} inflating it more anc 
id fer the avewed + urpose, notef raising} in the fable. 
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t those whe feel themselves aggrieved have a right to de-| 2 dozen other matters, as wil! be seen below, some of which 
| are as inconsistent with the others as picking pockets is with 
an observance of the laws against larceny : 


A copy of it will be four,! in another part of our 
paper, and we are not without hopes that others who agree 
with bim in the view he has taken will second his exertions 
and assist in having the subject brought beforé Congress. 
Should the Tar\ff party make no resistance to so just a pro- 
position, it will show that they are honest, and that they have 
no desire to sustain theic monopolies by unconstitutional means. 
We have already stated a plan by whieh the desired object can 
be accomplished, and that is by dividing the revenue duties 
and the protective duties, in different acts, each bearing a title 
declaratory of its real object. 

To any one, who will reflect a moment upon the subject, it 
will be evident how important it is that the constitutionality of 
the restrictive laws should he tested before the judicial tribu- 
nals of the country. For, even should a reduction of the duties 
take place at the next session of Congress, as a measure of 
conciliation, it could not put an end to the restless vntiring spi- 


repose, aod in a few years we should have the same contest to 
renew, with all the additional power of vested interests against 
us, which are every day becoming more extended. 





The Philadelphia Gazette, in noticing the intended transfer 
of this paper to that city, in terms of hearty welcome, says— 
‘‘Ho adds, that several journals, advocating, in a greater or 
less degree, the same principles as those enrolled on the Ban- 
ner of the Constitution, already existin N. York; andproceeds to 
give somewhat of a lecture on our corps editorial, for a want 
of courage, in not devoting more attention to the subject—for- 
getting that, in our case at least, the imperative mental crav- 
ings of the public appetite for news, miscellanies, and all kinds 
of accidents, &c., completely prevent, to the extent desirable, 
the exclusive or constant advocacy of any one measure, though 
we may embrace every possible opportunity to bring it briefly 
and strongly before the general view.” We certainly did not 
intend any lecture on the corps editorial when we said “ Penn- 
sylvania is without a single paper bold enough to speak out 
the language of truth in the strong terms befitting the actual 
crisis of affairs.” We intended merely to state a positive fact, 
for we have never seen, as far as we can recollect, a single pa- 
ragraph, in a Pennsylvania newspaper, designed to prove the 
unconstitutionality of the Restrictive System, or of the system 
of appropriations, by the Federal Government, for purposes of 
Internal Improvement. We are therefore rejoiced to find that 
we shall have the Philadelphia Gazette as a fellow-laborer in 
the cause of State Rights. 


rv 
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In spite of all the efforts of the American System to abridge 
the quantum of the productions of human labor, the ingenuity 
of our people is more thau sufficient to counteract them. Sci- 
ence, ingenuity, and skill, are an overmatch for the restrictive 
philosophy. Improvements in labor-saving are every day ina- 
vented, and, although the tide of the American System rons 
one way, at the rate of three miles an hour, the power of 
steam propels the Ship of State, in a contrary direction, at the 
rate of twelve miles an hour, and she thus makes a head-way 
equal to nine miles an hour. 

The following labor-saving invention will be productive of 
great benefit to the public—but, oh! how much American in- 
dustry will be lost to the country, by throwing so many thou- 
sand stone-breakers out of employment ! 


From the Zanesville ( Ohio) Messenger 

We were shown, a few days ago, a machine for breaking stone for 
roads on the McAdam plan, invented by Messrs Benjamin F. Lodge 
and E.'T. Cox, of Zanesville, who have applied fora patent. It con- 
sixts of a concave cast iron bed. with holes large enough to admit stove 
of a proper size, and imcreasing in diameter to the bottom—and a cast 
iron pestle, of a convexity to fit the bed—on which are projections cor- 
responding to the holes in the bed. It was tried on a smail ecale, aud 
worked by hand, and it performed admirably. The stone was pronoun- 
ced to be well broken, by competent judges 





The remarks made by us, some time since, upon Mr. Sulli- 
van's ** Political Class-Book,” have attracted the attention of a 
number of individuals in different States. The Western Moni- 
tor, published at Fayette, in Missouri, contains the following 
note, accompanied by the article referred to : 

To the Edutor of the Moniter.——Sir: I send you a paper, in the last 
page of which you will find that the Ocicarcuy of New England is 
bringing forward a ClassBook forthe youth of our country, in which 
is meuicated a system of government, which, (although advocated by 
the Federalists generally,) is, in my opinion, calculated to mislead the 
rising generation. | wish to see the article published in your paper, 
with such remarks as may warn the people of this section of the coun- 
try of the tnsidwous means used by the advocates of a Consolidated Go- 
vernment, to andermine our Republican Institutions 





The following Resolution, adopted at the meeting of the 
at Philade!phis, on the 44th April, gives 
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posed before to possess. Jf the friends of that System go on 
| more every year, it will burst like the frog 
When we first undertook to attack the monster, 
it cousisted of the Tariff, designed to take money out of the 
pockets of one set of people, to put it into the pockets of oth- 
without an equivalent—and Internal Improvements, de- 
| as a justification of the plunder. But now it embraces 
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Resolved, That we are the friends of the American System, compr, 
heuding as it does the Union of the States, the support of the Cons: 
tution, the protection of the industry of our fellow-citizens in ever 
branch, the promotion of Internal Improvements, the  preservatio; 
abroad of self-respect and national honor, and the maintenance at hor, 
of the great Republican axiom that the will of the majority, const 

tionally expressed, is the law of the land, which onght not to be inter 
cepted in its free exercise by the signification of Executive wishes, 1 
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nullified by Executive vetos, but upon the most urgeut motives; and w, 
are the friends of Henry Clay, becanse he is sincere, ardent, efficien: 
and the true frend of the American System, and bas at all times sus 
tained it, in peace and in war, at home and abroad, in public and 
private, with unwaveriug constancy and resolution 





* Father,” said a little boy the other day, who was standin; 
on the wharf looking at a steamboat coming down the North 
River at the rate of nine or ten miles an hour, * only see how 
fast the tide makes that steamboat sail.” ‘* Don’t you see, my 
sop,” said the gentleman who had him by the hand, * that the tide 
is running up? Only look at that board floating on the water, 
and you will see that the power of the tide is to make the 
steamboat go the other way. What you see is not the effect 
of the tide; it is impossible that the tide can produce a 
motion opposed to its own direction.” ‘The little boy replied 
Well, but, father, I do not see any body pushing the steam- 
boat, and 1 don’t know what it can be that makes it go if it 
is'nt the tide.” 

This idea was quite excusable in achild, but when we see 
grown persons, or rather big children, entertain the same opin- 
ons, we cannot so readily excuse them. The little boy's 
argument is the precise argument of the Tariff party. The 
Tariff is the flood-tide, the sole tendency and power of which, 
is to make the prices of commodities go up. The steam 
power is the counteracting influence of improvements ia labor- 
saving-machinery, and increased skill resulting from the march 
of knowledge, science, and philosophy, all of which have a 
tendency to carry prices down, and their combined force being 
much greater than that of the Tariff, they overcome its re- 
sistance. When any man, therefore, insists upon it, that the 
Tariff makes prices fall, his powers of reasoning are not one 
grade superior to those of the little boy abovementioned, and 
he may be literally said to cry out, “I don't know what it ean 
be that males it go if it is’ot the tide.” 

Now, any one may sec, with half an eye, that if it were not 
for the opposing tide, the abovementioned steamboat would 
have gone much faster than she did; and so it is with the 
Tariff. It prevents things from being as cheap as they would 
otherwise be, and has had no more to do with the fall in prices 
which has taken place since the year 1816, than the tide had to 
do with carrying the little boy's steamboat against its owa 
current. 

We are glad te see that the people are beginning to have 
their eyes opened on this subject, and, if they would only read 
over the list of 250 articles published by us, not long since, 
under the head of * Politics for Farmers,” comprising all de- 
scriptions of foreign and domestic productions, every one of 
which, with only a dozen exceptions, had fallen in price since 1816, 
whether subject to high duties, or low duties, or no duties at 
all, they would no longer believe that when the tide is running 
up, it cao carry things down. 


Io the House of Representatives of Pennsylvania, on the 
26th March, a Report was made by the Committee on Banks, 
uofavorable to the granting of several charters of incorporation 
which had been applied for in different parts of the State. The 
Report mentions, that the law adopted a few years since, pro- 
hibiting the circulation of bank notes of a less denomination 
than five dollars, had been productive of the most beneficial 
effects, by increasing the quantity of silver in circulation, and 
recommends an extension of this prohibition to all aotes of a 
less denomination than ten dollars. We are not inclined to the 
opinion that such a measure would be advisable in Pennsytva- 
nia, so long as per present banking system prevails—for, with 
the penalties imposed upon the insolvency of Banks, viz: an 
obligation to pay 12 per centum interest to their creditors, to 
stop making dividends, and a forfeiture of their charter except 
for the purpose of winding up, there exists very little danger 
of their overtrading so as to render it necessary for them to 
stop payment. The Committee state that there have, at dif- 
ferent times failed in Pennsylvania, as many as sixteen Banks ; 
but we believe that all these insolvencies took place prior to the 
enactment of the wholesome provisions above referred to. 
They also state, that, in Kentucky and Ohio, as many as 
eighteen failures have taken place in each. Io regard to the 
following recommendation of the Committee, to other States, 
to abolish the circulation of all notes of a less denomination 
than five dollars, we most heartily concur in it, and we would 
especially recommend it to those States where, at this enlight- 
ed day, notes of fifty cents are now actually tolerated. 


The States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia, and perhaps 
some others, have forbidden the issue of notes of a lower denommation, 
to the great convenience of the community, and without experiencing 
any of the evils which had been predicted. We have seen, in Penn- 
syivania, the chasm occasioned by that suppression instantaneously fill- 
od by silver, without the least diminution im the amount of currency. 


measure, and 


are, as a currency, exclusively local, and a public nuisance ; and, in 


to estimate the proportion = 
the returns of the Banks of 


January, 1825—by which it appears, that, in those States, those small 
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We cannot but earnestly wish that the other States may adopt a similar 
ut an end to the circulation of the one, two, and three- 
dollar notes, which is of no utility but to the Banks. Those small notes 


case of the failure of any bank, the less arising from them falls most 
heavily on the poorest class of the community. We have no other data 
bear to the whole amount of notes, than 
lassachusetts and Maine, subsequent to 











notes make one-fitth part of the whole paper currency, But we would 
| wish to go further than this, and, in order to bring gold more generally 
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Nn every “ZS nto circulation, that all notes under the denomination of ten dollars might | correspondent at once. There are more than fifty gentlemen, precepts of the decalogue? It would be no objection to the 

CrValiyr " Tt ty o i ~ F 2 é > } ; s as i . . : * ff * ' . . . 

at | fhe suppressed. The five-dollar notes of the Bank of the United States | who take an interest in the permanent establishment of our pa- | soundness of his course, that he did not suppose that his con- 
Xt | Feonstitute less than one-sixth part of its circulation, and amount in va- | wie : ; i . : , 

onstin [Fine to two-thirds of that of its ten-doliar notes. From these data, taking | pet, Who could furnish articles equal to the generality of those gregation would adopt in practice ail his recommendations. 

Inte | 









uto consideration the amount of currency of the States where the small | which appear in the Reviews of the day—but. whether thev The 
notes do not circulate, and allowing that a portion of the five would be | es Salinas! 4s Pret. ; ‘aaa sie 

| ' ' : ination to Or rcatio dle dw is hear t c 
‘supplied by ten-dollar notes, the reduction in the amount of the paper | “ ould have leisure or ine vation ; furnish a communication middle ground which his he arers W ould € apt to take berweea 
currency, arising from a suppression of the small notes, may be esti- | equal to one or two pages of the Banner. is not so easily to be | the extremes of morality and immorality, would be more likely 
mated at six, and that produced by the suppression of the five-dollar | ascertained. We shall, however, hold this subjoct under ad- | 
notes at about seven millions. Both together would probably lessen the |. t—_Ed.) 
_ paper carrency by one-fifth, and substitate silver and gold coins in lieu | VISOERSRS.—- 54. | 
ithereof. | 
) The following statement exhibits the extent of banking in| 
Pennsylvania : . | 

. . . j »* nee « — per pPecra vo of & . 4 

Your Committee, in order to give a clear view of the subject, annex lis true; but to expect that the interests of the tariff States will | 


One thing, however, would, we think, be very clear: 
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<< to be further removed from the latter than if the doctrines 


preached by the clergyman were full of allowances and abate- 
}ments from the true standard. 
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March 24, 1831. | ‘This position of the preacher may be fairly assumed to be 
North 


That the Banner is doing all that an able paper can effect.) that of this Journal: 


it endeavours to inculeate the naked 








e how on of th; Sein of ‘eventually yield to abstract reasoning, or considerations of| truths of political science. If it advances unsound doctrines. its 
| an abstract of the situation of thirty-one chartered Banks of Pennsyiva-| CVentually yield to abstract reasoning, oF Considerations Of | ii ear 4 e : i 
re, my ce m November, 1220: |justice or patriotism, is utterly futile. I trust. however. that columns are opea to any writer who will undertake to refute 
he tide Cagiialss odee das ee ee . «+. $12,032,000 | you will zealously persevere in your vocation, in order to satis- | them. It never can be the advocate of compromises, and, for : 
water |) ‘Notes in circulation,.......--... ocevewene $7 270,000 fy the people that in our unhappy controversy with the Federal | the simple reason, that truth is a uot which cannot be the 
ke the | Deposites, «seeereesseees terete cee eeee eee BF 08,000 16.028 gg wo stand oo erie. pte fhe period is/ subject of compromise. As individuals, we certainly never : 
* (028,000 | rapidly approaching, sir, when, should Congress persevere in | ae ; ' ae ees: : 
ae » |! M | expect to see engrafted upon the policy of the Government, the 
effec ‘ Surplus Fund, .....-.. Raesegssae 2one.2°s ressrceee 1,142,000) its unrighteous course, a great convulsion will sever the bonds | | 7 Sage io 2 3 | " ) CUES 
uce all Dollare, 29.202 of the Union. South Carolina having lost all hope of success | Privctpies of sound cconomy to the extent advocate y us, 
; ( . »202,000 ‘ ; m : . , leaea hav L YW : ok at the 
‘plied. | 3 : from the constituted authorities of the United States, is pre- but we always have thought, and do still thiak, that the 
team. Re ee oy eer + e+ eee $17,526,000 | paring for the crisis, when the highest obligations will compel’ stronger the ground which is taken by the Free Trade party 
if ip} Public Stocks,..........-. Rasp seeningeeide. ti ike her to make a decisive movement. the more favorable to their views will be any compromise 
' Read, Canal, and Bndge Stocks,..... sawsepecss 86 4,620,000 aa 0 " 
. ; {ULYU, . ‘ which may be proposed as a mea saving Jnion. t 
; Debts secured on mortgages, SRE I Pee PHILADELPHIA. April 12. 183}. bl ' tl ; I I . e =e fw the t ; a But 
' WBtALC ce se ssces psec sedeccevecccce pe seeccese os 310,000 ; : : - aiihough these are our views, we shall always, with pleasure. 
ye see (5 seach pt ee me rpyeed The Pittsburg article in your last paper, if iteould be; . 2° itn atti listen at at ae Pa 
opin ’ Specie : 2 BY eetesses Gye ’9o9 | brought under the eye of the inbabitaats of that quarter of the give insertion to the less rigid opinions of others, who, like our 
ww “ —eeeeeeeeeneeeene ee ee ee eeeeeeeeeeeeeenene ee eee@e ws ‘; . , . : me alhla > > — da _$ « ete . . _ d 
boy's — State, would do great good; and, at all events, it will do good, | respectable boston correspondent, think that we may lose by ' 
The | Dollars, 29,202,000 | and I pray may be copied in Ohio. They understand the sugar- | standing up for too much. 
hich =< | question, and if the British Government is only wise enough to As regards our plan of attack on Pennsylvania, we shal! 
" |) And the following the extent of banking in Philadelphia: |open the corn trade through Canada, as spoken of, the tariff say something further on the subject after we shall have 
eam ) be . ; . cg | Will go by the board. Obio and Western Pennsylvania would a fey: ’ 
abor. |) . @ Philadelphia City and County, alone, the number of Banks is | — eid Rls gh we Wy ference to the humbue of | reached Philadelphia.—Ed.} 
r- |) thirteen, inclading the United States Bank, to which a capital of $1,-} 500" ¢ry Out for cheap Foor a ee us scimataihien 
narch | 500,000 is assigned, io this statement, as employed in the city. "The the American System. I like your strictures upon W ebster, COMMUNICATION. 
ive a | aggregate capital is stated w be at least $10,792,000, and the amount of} aud his speech. I agree with our friends in Carolima, in a 
being last year’s dividends $693,075, or an average of nearly 64 per cent. rigid construction of the Coustitution. THE EFFECTS OF HIGH DUTIES 
is re- The above testimony of the Committee as to the important — . sn alana O% THE REREYUE, AXD ON THE MORALS OF. TUE PEOrLil 
‘ ° . : OSTON, sAL.DTi » 1501. f ; 
tthe p fact that silver instantaneously supplied the place of the small 7 Tariff and Smuggling.—The following judicious remarks on these ; 
: +h ole cleoulatl ihtead fe of preet val I think that the chance of a general modification of the | .upiccts are from the Editor of the Vermont Gazette: 
tone | notes when their circulation was prohibited, is of great value, Tariff wpon proper principles, is desperate, end, I fear, that | jects are from the Editor of the vette : ; 
qd | sotas establishing what was predicted by all sound reasoners; eaneule Sindin: aeaahli tom’ ts clei bella nen The Tarif’ Man.—During the past week, a load of smaggied broad- i 
an b' specu haar sla ie Mindi f that were it otherwise. the rout Ce a Ereas une " © | cloths, the property of two red-hot Tariff men, was taken by the officers : 
tean | ° the subject, a Cee ated to satisly the Sears Se." a | ourselves respecting the principles upon which it should be | of the customs, in this State. This is a bad comment, but it is said they 
class of persons, in the other States, who really believe that if| modified. were smugglers of the old Federal stamp. We are in favor of the Amer- 
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216 me haif the whole) devoted to Political Economy. He intimated} to manufactured articles might be so much reduced as to be the existing Tariff, amounts to 500, 1,000. or 2.000 dollars. 
‘ 3 fold his views to you on the subject: and } ~~ , 
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tar eda ct the : oa ae lities. would produce a creat deal of mischief if adopt-| of the inducements to a reduction of duties, that thirty per t 
rer hor in philosophy as in manufactures, vou ought to be able to) Commodities, P a great ce P cantdén Gan the wtennst tate whic woall be levies wane t 
: ention, as now, to Political Economy, and | ed in any other than a very gradual mode. This, however, is ’ .2 ; 3 
te oot saves duals fil’ » the columns devoted to hiloso . : Az 7 | } 7 hould holding out such rewards to smuggling as would deprive the . 
v phy and general liters a ie al , . ©") be discussed and maintained. The object of our correspon-| with which the revenue was formerly paid, underthe adtninis- 2 
: ly useful. Our quarterly Reviews do not fully supply the wants inf . hte aE : Washi rae sata rv re : 
he fu tr Our monthly Magazines are limited. The dent, ** A Friend of the Poor,” is to show that visible taxation | trations of Washington, Adams, and Jefferson, was owing to ‘ 
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’ ag dry as algebra. I should hope that, by making your plan ; aah te BR hear ne cat tbtesention of life [roe 20 06 290 uae cae 
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ar | The idea of introducing into this journal essays of a literary| that they do not see it. So iong as this is the case, so long| ters, and the revenue of the idle and Juxurious planters of 
-- . . a . . . ia 
a and scientific character, not connected with Political Economy | must the pickpocket system prevail; aud we honestly confess; Louisian. # 
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. amp ‘ ; POVERTY, DISAFFECTION, DISUNION, AND CIVIL WAR. 
of success in any application we might make for literary con-; What would be thought of a clergyman who should preach "s FRIE ND TO THE UNION 
iributions, we would not hesitate to adopt the suggestion of our| from the pulpit amy thing short of full obedieuce to all the| poston Aprit 11, 1831. ¢ 
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Banwr of the Constitution. 





Puitaperrnia, April 10, 1831. 

I have read two communications in your paper, in which 
the writer labors to show that cotton is manufactured as cheap 
in this country as in England. I am not a cotton manufac- 
turer, and am not practically acquainted with the difference of 
wages paid in the two countries, so as to give you the necessary 
particulars in detail, to refute the statements made by the 
writer of those communications, and shall, therefore, content 
myself with mentioning that t have an affidavit in my posses- 
sion, made by a cotton manufacturer of this country, that will 
give the quietus to the statement of your correspendent. I 
will, in the mean time, undertake to show that his positions 
are not correct in themselves. 

First, in calculating a shilling paid in Manchester for labor, 
he calls it 22 cents when it is brought against the labor of this 


ati 
22 ce 
country : but, in stating the selling price of cotton goods, he 
calls 14d. 28 cents. Now, in this statement there is a differ- 
ence of 9 per cent., making the price of English labor that 
much higher. 
twenty millions of dollars were sunk in Massachusetts in that 
and the preceding year, and, of course, the prices which caused 


that inmense sacrifice. are no evidence whatever that cottons | 


manufacturered as cheap in this country as in Great 
Britain. Again, he sta.es that the hand loom-weavers earned 
only from 4 to Gs. per week. Take the medinm, viz. 5s. 
equal to $1 20. [ have a man in my employ that wove 
eotton-cloth in 1829, an! earned $5 per week, laboring twelve 
to thirteen hours per day; (the man is a foreigner;) so, that 
the difference of cost is nearly four fold, hand-loom against 
hand-loom.* 

Now, let us see how the spinning department stands. The 
wages appear, as stated in the Manchester Guardian at the 
time of the long turn-out, at 24 to 28s. for coarse, and 28 to 
36s. per week for fine. This, I believe, to be full as high as 
in this country: but what is the result? Why, that the saving 
in other departments enables the cotton-spinocr of Manchester 
to export to this country cotton-twist yarn and thread, paying 
a duty over 33} per cent., and, perhaps, the coarser kinds, 50 
to 100. The warming of a cotten-mill in this country is a 
very considerable expense, which is done in England by steam, 
if required, the climate not always requiring it in winter. 

As proof of the correctness of what I say, refer to the 
Treasury documents, where it is shown that the imports aod 
exports of cotton-twist yarn and thread, were as follows: 

Imports. Exports. 
va vnc old DONTTB sc cccccccsccccse SORES 
LBB. 2 ane cece cece es cedt4 OAD, . 0... 200 - 46,736 
|}: >.) oo 173,120. ..... . 27,656 


If it be objected that we only import the finer kinds, I an- 
swer, that Great Britain exports all kinds, and if, as stated by 
your correspondent, we make it cheaper than her, why did 
we not export of domestic yarns in 1828, and 1829, more than 
to the value of 816,419, being, on an average, $4,209, which 
was the total amognt, whilst we exported of foreign or British 
manufacture—on the average of the three years above mention- 
ed—nearly $ 46,000, or upwards of five times more of foreign 
than of domestic manufacture. Let your correspondent reconcile 
these Government reports with his statements, if he can. | 
have chosen yarn, thread, and twist, because that is the very 
article that he says pays the best wages at Manchester. 

L have also an affidavit in reference to the cost of steam- 
power, which will bring you to a different conclusion from 
that drawn by your correspondent: at the same time, I will 


were 


|. 7 Pe 


ask you if you have not sometimes noticed the Globe- Mill, | 


near this city, in operation, which goes by steam, whilst the 
Trenton Mills were stopped, although they go by water? The 
iron men and Mr. Maliary thought that cut-nails could not be 
made cheaper than they are now made, but John Sarchet told 
the Committee of the Senate that they could be made firo 
cents per pound cheaper if the duty on iron was repealed, and 
cottons would be, at least, one-third cheaper, were it not for 
the duty, the statement of your correspondent ** Statist” to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

The blacksmiths here are now preparing materials to ex- 
hibit before the next Cengress. The ground they intend to 
take is, that the tax paid by the public for the protection 
of the iron-masters, is probably fifty times as great as the 
value of the whole quantity of iron produced in the country 
which reaches the sea-hoard. It can be shown that the tax 
paid by the people of the United States on cut-nails alone, 
re : : $ 1,790,000 per annum. 
On the shipping interest, 200, 000 “ 


The selling prices of 1229 prove nothing, for | 


scs, to pay the debts and provide for the common defence and 
general welfare of the United States,” and for no other end or 
intent whatsoever. Your petitioners therefore conceive that 
the present Tariff, so far as it is intended, or as it has been 
passed and enacted, for the purpose of protecting, manufac- 
tures, or encouraging or favoring any particular branch of ‘in- 
dustry, is unconstitetional and void. Nevertheless, vour peti- 
tioners cannot herein obtain the redress to which they are en- 
titled by the Constitution, for this especial reason, that the laws 
passed by Congress, with the intent to promote or encourage 
| manufactures and other particular branches of industry, do not 
so purport, but porport, upen their face, and by the tenor of 
the said laws, to be passed for the constitutional object of ob- 
taining revenue. Your petitioners herein consider themselves 
aggrieved, that they are compelled to pay unconstitutional 
taxes, without being afforded the means to prove that the said 
i taxes are unconstitutional, inasmuch, as before stated, the said 
}laws, which your petitioners contend to be unconstitutional, 
appear, by the wording and language thereof, to have been 
passed and enacted agreeably to the Constitution, 
| Your petitioners, therefore, humbly request, and demand, as 
matter of right and justice, that the said laws imposing duties 
upon imports shall be remodelled and so framed as that your 
pelitioners or others considering themselves aggrieved thereby 
can present the question, as to the constitutional right of Con- 
gress to impose duties with reference, not to the collection of 
revenue, but to the protection or encouragement of manulac- 
tures, or any other branch or mode of industry, in such form as 
that it may be jadged of by courts of justice, and finally by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. So that, if your pe- 
titioners are entitled to he exempted from any impositions for 
‘the benefit or encouragement of manufactures, or any parti- 
cular branch or mode of industry, they may obtain justice and 
redress according to law and the Constitution of the United 
States. And, as in duty bound, they will ever pray, &c. 











FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





AN APPEAL FOR JUSTICE TO THE POOR, 


Addressed to the Members elected to the Twwenty-Second Congress 
of the United States. 


No. LX. 

So far as the Protecting System, strictly so called, that is to 
say, the assumed right to impose taxes which are not wanted 
for revenue, for the purpose of encouraging, promoting, or in 
any wise affecting domestic industry, there is really no ques- 
ion upon the subject. ‘The President was somewhat delicately 
situated, and, therefore, his official language in regard to this 
question, was not quite as decided as it is to be presumed was 
his private opinion; yet it is sufSciently decisive upon the 
material question, the right of Congress to impose taxes be- 
yond what ts required for revenue. Whether this fundamental 
position being established, to wit, that the taxing-power is in- 
tended to provide money for the wants of Government, and 
cannot constitutionally be extended beyond what is sufficient 
io provide for the wants of Government, there is, or is not, 
incident to this right—as the President seems to suppose—the 
right to adjust the taxes, the quantum not being exceeded, so 
a8 to protect some branches of the public industry, is compara- 
tively immaterial. | eannot admit such right, but do not now 
consider it necessary to contend against it; itis sufficient for 
my purpose to prove that it is the want of money for the sup- 
port of Government, and not the want of protection to man- 
facturers, the owners of tron mines, the owners of sheep, 
sugar-planters, or to any other class of men, or to any mode or 
industry which gives and graduates the right of Congress to 
take money from the pockets of the people, or to pass any act, 
laying, or purporting to lay duties on imports. 

So far as the Tariff, with reference to what is termed the 
policy of protection, is concerned, there can be no doubt 
unon the question. ‘The encouragement or protection of 
industry in any form, the enhancement of any species of 
property, are not among the enumerated objects for which 
Congress is authorized by the Constitution to provide; and 
the implication of such power is forbidden by the whole tenor 
and spirit of the Constitution. The liberty of action, and the 
power of making purchases, or of disposing of property in 
exchange, remains with the people, so far as Congress is not 
vested with the right of interfering with liberty, or taking 
property for the necessities of the nation. Congress has no 
right to provide .or the public welfare otherwise than as espe- 
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On rail road iron, : 2.191 per mile. 

To this add the duty on iron, and the bounty on what comes 
to the sea-board, and then only think that, to advance the | 
duty on the hardware imported to the same rate as that now 
imposed on iron, the addition would be—What do you sup- 
pose? Why, five millions of dollars per annum. [ shall 
endeavor to furnish you with a distinct statement, after you 
get here, founded on irrefutable documents, that you may give 
a foretaste ofahe matter to the people. 

The affidavits above alluded to, are those of Mr. Marshall | 
and Mr. Dickinson, which were published in the minutes of | 
evidence taken before the Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in 1828, pages 154.and 111. That of Mr. Marshall, 
of New York, who was for thirty years engaged in the colton | 
business, previous to August, 1827, at Manchester, is a com- 
plete refutation of the positions of your correspondent. 

A WORKING MAN. 

* The number of power-looms erected in Manchester from 1814, the 

tirne of their first introduction, until 1824, was 30,000. 
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‘COMMUNICATION. } 
PETITION TO CONGRESS, 
TREATING THAT BODY TO PLACE THE TARIFF POLICY 1% SUCH A 
FORM AS TO BRING iTS CONSTITUTIONALITY ZEFORE THE JU- 
AUTRORITIES 





MiIiciat 


To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatires 





of the United States of America, in Congress assembled: 
The petition of the subscribers, citizens of the United States, 
respectfully represents, That your petitioners are consumers of 
many articles of foreign growth and manufacture, which are) 
now taxed, in the form of duties upon their importation into} 


this country. Your petitioners farther represent, that the Con- 
siitution of Un 


the U States declares that “Congress shall; 
have power to lay and collect taxes, du 


; 
ere 
ic\ " 


lies, imposts, and exci-! 


cially authorized in the Constitution; and where this phrase 
general welfare occurs in the Constitution, it is connected with 
laying taxes and providing funds. Congress can raise money 
for the general welfare, that is, for the use of the nation, but is 
net authorized to legislate tor the general welfare, or what 
that body might deem the general welfare. The powers of 
Congress are specific, and that body has the same—and no 
greater right to patronize manufactures—as the Chamber of 
Commerce in the city of New York. 

It seems necessary perpetually to remind the National Legis- 
Jature, that it is uot authorized to make laws for the general 
welfare—that is not left to the discretion of the Legislature— 
but to lay and collect taxes. 

Congress has not a particle more right to lay a prohibitory 
duty than any one of the State Legislatures, nor to impose any 
duty which is not necessary to pay the national debt, for the 
defence of the country, or the support of the Government, and 
such other objects as are strictly national: Congress’ has no 
authority to legislate for the genera) welfare but by raising 
money. 

Failing of finding authority for these unauthorized taxes in 
the only clause in the Constitution which gives any power to 
impose taxes, the advocates of this wrong have resorted to a 
separate clause in the Constitution which has po connection 
with the taxing power, and in no wise relates to the taxing 
power; that power was given in the words above quoted, 
and, therefore, was mot again given in another part of the 
Constitution. 

It seems dificult to conceive a greater absurdity than the 
construction of the Constitution which derives the power to 
establish the prohibitery system from the power to regulate 
commerce. The power to lay and collect duties is given in 
apt and precise words; another power is then given—which 
might, perhaps, as well not have been given—to borrow money 
on the credit of the nation; a distinct subject is then taken 
up—a sulject certainly considered in the Constitution as dis- 
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tinct from the power to impose duties on imports—fo 
subject had been disposed of. 
noticed in the next number. 


A FRIEND TO THE POOR. 


r that 
This evasion will be specially 





FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 





AN APPEAL FOR JUSTICE TO THE POOR, 


Addressed to the Members elected to the Twenty-Second Congress 
of the United States. 
NO. X. 


_“* Congress shail have power to regulate commerce with foreign na. 
tions, and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 

There are things marvelous and things wonilerful in the 
moral, as well as in the physical world. Among these wonders 
is that of deducing the taxing power from the above clause, 
immediately following a clause in which the whole taxing pow- 
er of the Government is given in apt and appropriate language. 
This clause has meaning enough, without foreing it to wean a 
mere repetition of the before given power to lay and collect 
duties. It applies equally to the intercourse coastwise, between 
the States, and to the trade with the Indians. The power does 
not include the before given power of laying and collecting 
duties, and without this power gives ample scope for legisla- 
tion. The words, * to regulate commerce,” relate to the mode 
in which commerce shall be carried on; and many laws have 
been properly enacted under and by virtue of the power given 
by the Constitution to Congress to regulate commerce. At 
the request of the writer, an abstract of these laws, from the 
adoption of the Constitution to the year 1815, inclusive, has 
been prepared, that will be presented to the public in a differ- 
ent form. ‘To insert it here would lead to prolixity. The ob- 
ject in obtaining this abstract was, to make it appear that the 
intent of the Constitution in granting the power to regulate 
commerce was totally distinct from the intent to grant the 
power of taxation. 

[n corroboration of the position that the taxing power, and 
the power to regulate commerce, are perfectly distinet and se- 
pereve in the Constitution, I resort with some hesitation to the 

ournal of the Conventicn which prepared aod proposed the 
National Constitution. Except in instances of ambiguity—the 
present not being one—every written instrument should be con- 
strued by itself. Nothing is more dangerous than to resort to 
oral evidence—to the conversat'ons or debates of the parties 
to the instrument prior to its execution. I therefore refer to 
what passed in the Coavention, rather as an illustration than 
asan argument. Besides, 1 believe that an impression has 
been much upon the public mind, unfavorable 10 the truth of 
the case, by what I must consider the misrecollections of Mr. 
Madison. ‘The following extract from the Journal of the Con- 
vention will at least show that one of its members considered 
the power to regulate commerce, as ia truth it is, as perfectly 
distinet and separate from the taxing power. 

On the 13th June, 1787. Mr. Patterson offered a proposition 
to the Convention which commences thus: 


That in addition to the powers vested by the United Statas in Con- 
gress, by the present existing Articles of Confederation, they be author- 
ized to pass acts for raising a revenue, by laying a duty or duties on goods 
of foragn growth or manufacture, imported into the United States, by 
stamps ov all letters and packages passing through the General Post 
Office, to be applied to such federal parposes as they shall think proper 
and expedient; to make rules and regulations for the collection thereof, 
and the same from time to time to alter and amend, in such manner as 
they shal! think proper: to pass acts for the regulation of trade and com 
merce, as well with foreign nations as with each other. 

The above extract, if it prove nothing else, proves conclu- 
sively, that the collection of revenue, and the regulation of 
trade and commerce are totally distinct and separate from 
each other. The taxing power is an odious power. When 
it is meant to be given, it is given plainly. The history 
of constructions and misconstructions cannot, perhaps, al- 
ford another instance so gross as this—wheo the power of 
taxation, as given, is limited in its objects and extent—and as 
exercised, is unlimited, and derived from a provision in the 
Constitution not relating or referring to the taxing power, but 
an entirely different subject, to wit, the mode in which com- 
merce should he carried on—how seamen's wages should be 
secured—what quantity of water and provisions should be put 
on board of vessels—the proportion of American seamen, and 
other like matters. 

I repeat, the words * to regulate commerce,” do not refer to 
the laying or collecting of duties. That would be to suppose 
that the Convention had forgotten that it had given the 
power “to lay and collect duties,” immediately before, in the 
same sentence, The signification of the word “ regulate,” is 
distorted by the tarif construction. That word never, in and 
of itself, suffices to confer the power to lay a tax, or impose a 
duty. 

The context, the connexion in which the word occurs, is also 
decisive to prove that a taxing power was not meant. The 
word “ regulate” equally applies to foreign trade—the coasting 
trade—and the trade with the Indians. Hf this word, therefore, 
authorizes duties on foreign goods, it authorizes duties on cot- 
ton or rice brought from Charleston to New York, and on bas- 
kets, moccasins, ind venison, which the Winnebagoes, Chock- 
taws, Creeks, or Cherokees, may choose to send to Philadel- 
phia. A FRIEND TO THE POOR. 
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